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an overall national alternative, challenging 
the ownership of the nation by greedy 
magnates and squarely placing the respon- 
sibility for the continued cold war on the 
U.S. Government. Would he too make the 


and relevant, that would undertake to press 
for a radically reformist domestic program 
and a basic change of the present intransi- 
gent foreign policy would either gain no 

(Continued on page 7) 








The Deteriorating Summit 





Kennedy's World Debut 


President Kennedy’s European tour was no more than an 
attempt to enhance his personal prestige. The Cuban fiasco 
cost Mr. Kennedy dearly in personal stature both at home and 
abroad. It has reflected on both his executive ability and his 
political judgment. His sense of proportion, his discernment 
of national priorities did not invoke much international respect. 
The image of bold vigor that issued from President Kennedy’s 
Inaugural Address underwent a transformation that reflected 


an immature, too youthful and hot- 
headed personality, in a position to 
which he has not quite grown up. 

Against this background, it is 
understandable that Mr. Kennedy 
felt a need to resort to some dra- 
matization that would restore his 
image as a qualified world leader. 
It was important for him to rub 
shoulders with such veterans of the 
world’s summit club as Chairman 
Khrushchev, President de Gaulle 
and Prime Minister Macmillan. 

As for more real and important 
aims in Mr. Kennedy’s tour, there 
were hardly any. He left for his 
meeting with Chairman Khrushchev 
in the same, if more subtle, spirit 
of obstructionism that accompanied 
former President Eisenhower to his 
summit encounters. In fact, it is 
highly symptomatic that each time 
an American President is about to 
meet his Soviet counter-part he can 
do so only after pledging to the 
nation (and to Chancellor Aden- 
aver) that nothing would be 
achieved on that occasion. 

But more than words went into 
ensuring the political inffectiveness 
of the Kennedy-Khrushchev confer- 
ence. A whole series of steps that 
preceded the meeting of the two 
leaders precluded any important 
diplomatic understanding. These 
steps included: the recent NATO 
conference in Oslo, in the course 
of which U.S. representatives re- 
vived the Norstad Plan for putting 
nuclear bombs under NATO con- 
trol; Vice-President Johnson’s re- 
assurances during his visit to Taiwan 
that the U.S. Government would 
cling minutely to its anachronistic 
China policy; the West European 
Union’s decision to permit West 
Germany to build destroyers of ton- 
nage double that allowed in the 
past; Mr. Stevenson’s mission to 
Latin America, obviously intended 
to whip up support for some new 
move against Cuba; President Ken- 
nedy’s request to Congress for 
additional huge military outlays; 
and, finally, Chancellor Adenaver’s 
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“bill of health” expressing “full 
confidence” in Mr. Kennedy on the 
eve of his meeting with the Soviet 
Premier, None of these steps would 
have been undertaken, were the 
Administration seriously considering 
a thaw in the cold war and were it 
anxious to demonstrate to the 
Soviets a willingness to negotiate. 

Of course, it was good “news” 
that the Kennedy-Khrushchev en- 
counter took place without resulting 
in a further deterioration of the 
international situation, as during the 
abortive summit meeting in Paris. 
It is also encouraging that the two 
leaders have agreed to maintain 
further diplomatic contact. Pro- 
crastination is still preferable to 
explosion. The same factors, how- 
ever, that precluded any important 
accord between Mr. Kennedy and 
Mr. Khrushchey will determine that 
the agreed upon future diplomatic 
talks will be carried on without a 
sincere pursuit of an international 
accommodation. 
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To Set the Record Straigh 


By Ernest B. Zeisler 














On May 18, (page 17 of the “Final Home Edition”), th 
CuicaGo SUN-TIMEs printed a UPI dispatch from Moscoy 
under the headline, “Pravda Reveals Soviet Continues Airlif 
to Laos.” It began: “Soviet planes ars still airlifting supplie 
into Laos, the Communist newspaper Pravda admitted for the 
first time Wednesday.” It is clear that the reader is intended ty 
infer that the Soviets “admitted” doing something they shoul 
not be doing, namely sending military supplies into Laos. |) 
the final paragraph the dispatch says, however, that “food anj 
fuel are being flown into Laos, but (Pravda) made no mention 
of military supplies.” That the SUN-TIMEs dispatch was lying jj 
shown by the next page of the same issue. In a “Special to The 
Sun-Times” by Don Cook from Geneva he says that “Pravda, 
the Communist Party newspaper in Moscow, for the first time 
admitted Soviet planes were airlifting supplies to pro-Communis, 
forces in Laos.” This article failed to mention that the supplies 
consisted only of food and fuel. A few days later, a featur 
column by Joseph Alsop said, “the Soviet press is publishing 
boasting articles about the supplies going to the Communist 
forces in Laos.” Again there was no mention that these supplies 
consisted only of food and fuel. Thus Alsop is lying also, 
Incidentally, the statement that the Soviet press is boasting of 


the airlifts is contrary to the statement that it admitted the 
airlifts. 










* * * 


Governor Rockefeller’s Civil Defense quackery is obscene. 
He says it will be a deterrent to war. Quite the contrary: it 
may convince the adversary that we intend to start a preventive 
war, and thereby incite him to do the same. The entire Civil 
Defense if fraudulent, for it cannot be of any value other than 
to boondoggle billions into the hands of contractors and 
politicians. 

* * * 

Mr. Kennedy was quoted as saying during his press confer- 
ence on May 5 that “the Monroe Doctrine and other treaties 
which the United States has committed itself to, of course, are — 
govern the foreign policy of the United States in this hemi- 
sphere.” If Mr. Kennedy really said this he was deliberately 
deceiving the public, for he knows perfectly well that the Monroe 
Doctrine is not and has never been a treaty. 


* * * 


Mr. Kennedy and our propaganda machine are trying to 
deceive us into believing that our space efforts are all carried 
out openly, so that our failures become known, whereas the 
Soviets carry all theirs out in secret so that their failures are 
concealed. This is false. The most striking thing about the 
Russian shot to the moon was not the prodigious power it 
revealed, but the prodigious assurance with which they announced 
in advance where on the surface of the moon the shot would 
strike; and their calculations proved to have been correct. 


* * * 


We have recently seen another instance of the subversive 
inclination of the Military: it was the Military who tried to 
overthrow de Gaulle. It is the Military in this country who 
would not hesitate to make a similar attempt if they thought 
they needed it in order to maintain their control. This may well 
be what General Eisenhower had in mind when he issued his 
parting warning against letting the Military have too much 
influence and power, for he knows his colleagues. Military 
training has as its goal the destruction of all human feelings in its 
trainee; the Military as a whole has as its goal the destruction 
of as much of humanity as stands in its way. 


* * * 


It may be worthwhile to recall Albert Einstein’s words, 
broadcast from Princeton on November 11, 1947: “The fact 
that men have become accustomed to war preparations has so 
corrupted their mentality that objective and humane thinking 
becomes a virtual impossibility; such thinking will even be 
regarded as suspect and will be suppressed as unpatriotic.” 














































The Cuban “Episode” and the American Press 
April 9-23, 1961 





mn”), the 
By Norbett L. Mintz 

. — “The Cuban episode raised ... the | Kennedy’s Thursday speech had lost vigor the matter is that his speech was neither 

problem of information. Goverment — by Sunday. Indeed, by Sunday there were clear nor candid. It was almost cynically 
ended ty operations of the Cuban type are more _ several interpretations of Kennedy’s “clear _— rhetorical and seemed deliberately ambigu- 
y should difficult to conduct in an open society message” to be found in the TIMEs. Reston ous and evasive. Further, it was so erroneous 
a0s. Ih with a free and energetic press.” cogently argued that “the mere presence of in parts that it flagrantly insulted the more 
ood and (THE NEw York TIMEs, News of military , force in a weak country is not informed readers’ intelligence. 
mention the Week in Review, April 23.) necessarily a threat to a strong country.” First, its “clarity.” A crucial paragraph 
lying ise | wish to address myself to just how He concluded: “It all depends on how in the Kennedy speech, where he dealt with 
1 to Thel ‘tree and energetic” our press actually is, | President Kennedy looks at all this.” what was on everyone’s mind — Will the 
“Pravda especially when considering the events of Apparently it was not “clear” from his April U.S. intervene directly? — was a marvel 
irst time the Cuban “episode” and the newspapers’ 20 speech how Kennedy does look at all of ambiguity: “We made it repeatedly clear 
mmunisq handling of it. I will concentrate primarily this! The TiMEs’s lead editorial, also draw- _ that the armed forces of this country would 
supplies ff 0 THE NEW YorK TIMES. ing on the A.S.N.E. speech, concluded that not intervene in any way. Any unilateral 
| The first thing we must note is that in the | Kennedy was for non-intervention in the | American intervention in the absence of an 
tblishing | TIMES'S statement there is complete lack absence of direct attack. It said: “We external attack upon ourselves or any ally 
mmunis of one requisite of a “free and energetic” cannot tell the Cubans what kind of govern- would have been contrary to our traditions 











































and to our international obligations” (italics 
mine). The use of “would have been con- 
trary” without the addition of “and would 
be contrary” was ambiguous to say the 
least, and frightening when one thought 
the worst. The ambiguity, as well as fright, 
was increased when the sentence immediate- 
ly following was read: “But let the record 


ment they should support. We cannot inter- 
vene, even though they should decide to 
call that form of government Communist.” 

But Szulc, in the TrMEs of the same day, 
moved in another direction. He was un- 
certain as to whether or not direct inter- 
vention was implied in Kennedy’s “clear” 
speech, not really seeing any understandable 


press — the critical function. While recog- 
nizing that “this Cuban kind of operation is 
more difficult to conduct in an open society,” 
there was no question raised as to the 
operation itself. The concern was one of 
the questioning of means, rather than of 
ends. As the TIMEs pointed out in the 
same section, “In the U.S. itself, the 


Supplies 
ng also, 
sting of 
tted the 


obscene, 


oe immediate reaction was a closing . . . of statement as to Kennedy’s intentions, and show that our restraint is not inexhaustible.” 
ire Civil tanks.” offering one which could lead at any time to If the U.S. is bound by tradition and obliga- 
rer than PRESS RESPONSE TO intervention — namely the “major provoca- tion not to intervene in the absence of 
rs and KENNEDY'S A.S.N.E. SPEECH tion” by the “murder of U.S. citizens.” direct attack,” then in such an absence the 


restraint should be inexhaustible. What 
exactly was made “repeatedly clear” about 
the U.S. position on intervention? It is 
noteworthy that the answer was not obvious 
in Kennedy’s remarkable exercise of clarity. 


Since U.S. citizens had been executed long 
before the invasion, and since these execu- 
tions have been branded “murder” by the 
press as well as by various U.S. officials, 
Szulc really implied that Kennedy’s speech 


The President’s American Society of 
Newspaper Editors speech on Thursday 
(April 20) started with a sentence contain- 
ing the phrase, “an obligation to present 
the facts, to present them with candor and 


_ confer- 
treaties 


, are — pape : : 

s hemi. @ ‘© present them in perspective,” and ended _ leaves open the possibility of intervention And what about candor? 

berately § With the sentence containing the phrase, “let at any time. __ According to Kennedy, the recent Cuban 
Monroe @ me then make it clear . . .” Interspersed Glancing further in the Sunday Times, invasion “was a struggle of Cuban patriots 


against a Cuban dictator” in a “contest for 
freedom.” References were made to a 
“small band” who were being “rolled over” 
by “Communist tanks.” In spite of the set- 
back, the “revolutionary leaders” will 
continue to “speak out for a free and 
independent Cuba.” 

The press echoed the President. In the 
Times of April 21, the editorial lauded 
these “fighters for liberty” with a poem by 
James Russell Lowell. On the 23rd it urged 
that the U.S. “should continue to support 
the anti-Batista, anti-Castro exiles who are 
struggling to restore liberty and freedom 

. in the context of social reform”. In a 
news story of the same day the TiMEs 


throughout were further references to 
“clarity.” This became the byword of press 
reactions. In a strange Alice-in-Wonderland 
world, the President said he is being frank 
and clear, and the press echoed that indeed 
he was frank and clear. James Reston, 
writing in the TIMEs on Friday (April 21), 
agreed that Kennedy acted “quickly and 
clearly.” The lead editorial of the same 
nounced day agreed that “the language used by 
t would @ President Kennedy was strong and clear 
ct. .. . Mr. Kennedy minced no words.” 
Further, the TrMEs applauded the “policies” 
they presumed to find therein. By Sunday 
(April 23) Reston still had no doubts of 
the “clarity” of the message, but he had 


to “Opinion of the Week,” one found a 
similar point of view excerpted from the 
PITTSBURGH PrREss: “The President’s . . . 
candid speech was primarily a warning .. . 
The United States doesn’t want to intervene 
— but, it doesn’t intend to sit idly by, and 
shouldn’t, while the Soviets establish a base 
in Cuba for subversion and domination of 
Latin America. The President will find full 
support in the United States for the position 
he outlines.” 

An excerpt from the Los ANGELES 
Mirror indicated that this interpretation 
had at least some support, if not the “full 
support” claimed by the PITTSBURGH PREss: 
“The President committed this nation to 


rying to 
carried 
reas the 
Ires are 
out the 
ower it 


bversive 
tried to 


name narrowed it down in focus: “But if Castro save Cuba from Communism no matter lauded the Kennedy administration for its 
‘ay well tries to use his military power against any = where such determination takes us . . . It continued attempts to weed out of the 
uel th other state in the Caribbean or the hemi- gave room for Castro to reverse his policies. exile forces ‘anyone who had been identified 
y much @ ‘Phere, then the issue will be clear. At that | He probably won't. So we are committed with Batista. 

Military Point, the United States can wipe him out, to removing him. There is no other way First, let us turn to the leaders who are 


to restore liberty in the context of social 
reform, starting with the Cuban military 
leadership. While the TIMEs did not report 
on the commanders until more than a 


with the requisite sanction of law on its 
side.” 


The lead editorial of the Times for April 


we can go.” 
Of course it is not unusual for there to be 
varying newspaper interpretations of a 


gs in its 
truction 


23 had already begun to lose sight of 
“clarity” and “policy.” It states: “To say 
this (the Monroe-Kennedy doctrine) is not 


speech. But it is unusual when a critical 
and serious speech, self-labelled and then 
hailed uniformly by reasonably intelligent 


week after the invasion, the BOSTON GLOBE 
reported the following story on April 17, 


he fact to answer the question of what to do next.” men as being “clear, candid, and policy- the day of the invasion: “The troop com- 

And further, “It is more important . . . to making,” results in radically different, and manders (are) Villa Fa, ex-Batista major; 
hinking @ lay down a positive policy ...” Apparently often opposed, interpretations. Had Ken-  ... San Roman, former Batista captain; . . . 
ven be [§ Dr. Mintz, a psychologist, is a member of the faculty  nedy really been clear and candid, this could Alex del Valle, ex-Batista lieutenant; . . . 


of the Department of Social Relations at Harvard Uni- 
versity. He is active in the Committee of Correspondence. 


not possibly have happened. The fact of 
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Hades and Olympus 


The Une Who Couldn't Die 


The other day, I attended the funeral of 
a remote relative; at the cemetery an extra- 
ordinary thing happened. At the gate stood 
an old man. Assuming that he was a 
beggar, I offered him a coin. He refused to 
accept it. There was something very 
peculiar about him and watching him closely 
I could not decide whether he was a living 
man or an immobile skeleton; he could have 
been either. The mystery mounted when he 
began communicating with mein a way I 
had never experienced before: his mouth 
did not move and I heard no voice, yet I 
was getting his messages with a clarity hard- 
ly achievable in words. Only in my mind 
could I cast his subliminal communications 
into words. 

He turned down my handout with a silent 
flash that in my mind became these words: 

—No Sir, I cannot accept your money 
nor anything else, because I have lost the 
ability of accepting things or, for that matter, 
of doing anything. 

—So what are you doing here, I said, at 
the cemetery gate? 

— That’s the whole problem, he answered. 
You see, i am not like you who, being 
alive, have the right to enter the cemetery. 
I’m a dead man, I died many years ago and 
that’s why I have no right to enter the 
cemetery. 

—yYou died, yet stand here in front of 
the cemetery like someone who can’t make 
up his mind whether to enter it or to run 
away? 

—yYou miss the point, he responded. My 
mind was perfectly made up for me years 


ago. Believe me, he added, I died with such 
finality that hesitation can no longer trouble 
me. 


—Then how come you are still around, 
unlike all those who have died, unlike this 
second cousin of mine they are carrying 
right now into his grave? 

—Ah. He smiled with a mixture of bitter- 
ness and the assurance of one who knows 
it all. — You don’t know a thing about 
what happens after death, do you, young 
man? 

—No, I don’t, but that’s besides the point. 
All I want to know is who you are and what 
you are doing here. 

—tThat’s the point, that’s the point, he 
flashed into my brain and then he revealed 
to me facts about death that made me 
conceive of life in a new perspective. 

—yYou see, young man, death is not the 
final act of a human being. Not at all. 
Death does not end his obligations to society, 
especially his financial obligations. Look at 
me, for instance. I died years ago and just 
because I could not afford to pay my rent, 
neither in heaven nor hell, I stand here help- 
less not knowing what to do with myself, 
who am alleged to be nothing, and with my 
death, which is alleged to be final. I could 
not afford to buy a burial lot in there, and 
even though my widowed wife was ready to 
deprive herself of anything to rent a plot 
for me, I did not let her do so for two 
reasons. First, I could not let her deprive 
herself of badly needed medical treatment 
while she’s alive just so that I could be well 


off dead. I could not see her subsidizin 
heaven from earth. Second, throughout my 
life I was a proud man, always depending 
on my own labors. Should I let anyone 
support me now, after I had become jp. 
supportable, now that I cannot even Say 
“Thank you”? 

—Your arguments sound convincing, | 
said for lack of any constructive suggestion, 

Ignoring my banality, he continued his 
discourse: — death is expensive, young man, 
very expensive. I knew throughout I could 
not afford it and that’s why I kept fighting 
against it desperately. Then it came, and | 
still could not afford it. Now, I hang around, 
caught between life and death, dead for the 
living but unacceptable to the cemetery 
community. I don’t complain, young man, 
not at all. I just want to teach you some. 
thing. Perhaps it will turn you into a great 
social reformer. Go back to society and tell 
the people and government to institute a with- 
holding system for death, the kind they have 
for income tax. If they do that, the dead 
will finally gain a right to be dead without 
having to pay for it, even after they are no 
longer capable of paying or doing anything 
else. Not that you won’t encounter resistance 
to such a scheme. As sure as I am dead, 
you will run into vehement opposition, be- 
cause many people just might object to 
socialized dying. Try it anyhow. 

I was so frustrated by the mental flashes 
that I had to escape his company and rejoin 
my cousin’s procession, no longer sure just 
who was dead, he or I. 





A week later the major papers and maga- 
zines wrote that the over-all commander was 
Manuel Artime, who was described by I. F. 
Stone (April 24) and by Time (April 28) 
as the C.I.A.’s “golden boy.” Artime ap- 
peared from all reports to have been an 
opportunist (he has since been reported 
dead), who allied himself with Varona’s 
Frente in opposition to the more liberal 
M.R.P. Perhaps there were liberal exiles 
who suffered death in the landing force, but 
the leaders of the force, those most likely 
to achieve power had it proved successful, 
hardly matched the Democratic-Reformist 
picture Kennedy and the press tried to paint 
in the first few days after the landing. 


While the recently released information 
on Artime may not have been available 
until a week after the landing, it is al- 
together unlikely that on the day of invasion 
the influence of the “ex”-Batista military 
was unknown to all save the BosTON GLOBE. 
Indeed, the BALTIMORE SUN of March 5th, 
the SaTURDAY EVENING Post of April 8th, 
and Time as far back as January 27th 
carried stories on the exile movements 
which are essentially the same as the re- 
cently released stories. Therefore, the gloss 
given the invasion forces the first few days 
after the invasion was a deliberate mis- 
representation on the part of the President 
and the “free and energetic press.” 
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Turning to the political leadership, it is 
noteworthy that Kennedy, in his A.S.N.E. 
speech, mentioned Cardona by name, but 
discreetly left out Varona, leader of Frente. 
The press followed suit; reports lauded 
Cardona and soft-pedalled Varona. Again, 
there was deception involved. Cardona 
appears to be a coordinator, a mediator, 
whose main function has been to hold to- 
gether various factions in the exile camp. 
Being a “middle-of-the-roader,” he is a 
more palatable figure to present to the 
public than Varona, the real power (after, 
of course, the C.I.A., whose initials could 
stand for Cuban Invasion Authority). All 
the early reports on the exile groups before 
April 9th (e.g. Time, January 27), and all 
the later reports appearing after April 26th, 
clearly pointed to Varona and his Frente 
as the group picked by the C.I.A. But 
between those two dates, Varona was not 
easy to find in the news reports. 


The reason is fairly obvious. During this 
“invasion period” the keynote, sounded 
by the President and mimicked by the press, 
was the struggle for freedom in the context 
of social reform. But what does the “revolu- 
tionary” Varona stand for? As described in 
TIME of January 27, the BALTIMORE SuN of 
March 5, and other early reports, Varona 
and Frente would restore the banks, utilities, 
industries, and !and back to private owner- 
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ship. As quoted in the more recent report 
of Time (April 28), Varona said: “The 
need for agrarian reform in Cuba is a myth. 
The land appropriated by Castro . . . should 
be returned to its original owners.” This 
was the man and his group that the C.LA. 
backed in the recent invasion and which was 
passed off by the President and press as an 
invasion to restore the revolution that 
Castro “betrayed.” Both the President and 
press were fully aware, during the period 
when they reported with “candor” to the 
American people, who was being sponsored 
and why. 


THE HUNGARIAN ANALOGY 

Kennedy’s speech cloaked the C.1.A~- 
sponsored invasion in the mantle of the 
Hungarian Freedom Fighters. Here, how- 
ever, the press had already anticipated him. 
In the Times of April 9th, the “News of 
the Week in Review” presented a story on 
the exiles, in which the following appeared: 
“Should the exiles’ optimism prove un- 
founded . . . the U.S. would face the 
problem of whether to intervene openly or 
to abandon the anti-Castro forces. Abandon- 
ing them to the fate of the 1956 Hungarian 
revolutionaries would be a grave blow to 
the U.S.” 


After the invasion fiasco, both Kennedy 
and the press applied the Hungarian analogy 
to an explanation of the failure. Kennedy 
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in his A.S.N.E. speech alluded to more 
than one “small band” that the “Communist 
tanks have rolled over.” He continued to 
excuse the invasion failure with: “The 
advantages of a police state, its use of mass 
terror and arrest to prevent the spread of 
free dissent, cannot be overlooked by those 
who expect the fall of every fanatic 
“igs 
With Kennedy having made the analogy 
to the Soviet suppression of the Hungarian 
rebellion as excusing the Cuban defeat, the 
press was eager to follow suit. Szulc, in the 
Tmes of April 23, wrote: “That there were 
no internal uprisings . . . does not necessarily 
mean... that the Castro regime actually 
commands the loyalty . . . of the majority 
_,. What it does seem to mean is that the 


planners . . . underestimated the power of 
a police state . . . Perhaps mindful of .. . 
Budapest . . . Cubans who wished to rise 
against . . . Castro . . . chose not to risk 


their lives.” 

Frankel, in the Times of the same day, 
reported that anti-Castro Cubans feel that 
Castro cannot be overthrown without out- 
side help. He too resorted to the Hungarian 
analogy, although somewhat ambiguously, 
implying that since the Soviets intervened 
in Hungary, the U.S. should aid the anti- 
Castro forces in Cuba. 


The analogy has been stretched to cover 
considerable ground. It was thus used to 
show that Castro acted like the Soviets, 
and also that the U.S. should act like the 
Soviets. But the fact is that the analogy to 
Hungary is inappropriate on several counts. 
The invasion force, from all later reports, 
was hardly a “small band” — and this 
certainly was known by the President and 
probably also by the press. The “small 
band of men” that Kennedy mentioned on 
April 20th was previously reported in the 
press (on C.I.A. urging?) as 5000 (April 
17-20). On the 21st, after the attempt 
obviously had failed (and Kennedy key- 
noted the “small band”), the press figures 
dropped to 200. It then had become a 
“supply drop” rather than an invasion 
attempt. Such a band of 200 hardly could 
have sustained a three-day pitched battle 
nor have required Castro’s tanks and air- 
craft. The more recent figure, reported 
after April 23rd, has been put at 1500, at 
least. It seems unlikely that this was not 
known to the press. But if not, it should 
have been deduced by reason. 


A landing force of fifteen hundred well- 
equipped men could have withstood Castro’s 
counter-attack if the population and armed 
forces had turned against him. That this 
did not happen can hardly be attributed (as 
it was by Kennedy and the press) to the 
advantages of a police state. The C.I.A. 
gambled and lost, in just the same way as 
the French-Algerian rebels recently did. 
The armed forces were loyal in both cases, 
and whether Cuba is a police state or not 
does not seem relevant to the fate of these 
attempts in the absence of popular support. 
It is a disgusting rationalization to accuse 
the Cuban population (as did Szulc) of 
fearing to risk their lives because they 
Tremembered the fate of the Hungarians. 
Cubans risked their lives against Batista’s 
police state. To excuse the failure of the 
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programs. 
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breach of U.S. laws and international 
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B® FOR PRESIDENT JOHN F. KENNEDY 
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director of Harvard College, for sponsor- 
ing a program of scholarships to African 





students at 150 American colleges. 


invasion on the basis of internal repression 
(as did Kennedy) is inaccurate, not to say 
irresponsible. 

This irresponsibility is the only similarity 
I can find to the Hungarian situation. In 
both cases our government encouraged 
people to act out the wishes of the U.S., 
and in both there was no responsibility taken 
for their fate if their actions failed. When 
the Hungarians rebelled, they were encour- 
aged to expect help from the U.S. Ambigu- 
ous radio messages alluding to U. S. support 
were transmitted. The support, of course, 
turned out to be moral. This was irrespon- 
sible and cynical. 

The irresponsibility in the Cuban affair 
appears in the encouragement the C.I.A. 
gave (perhaps manufactured?) concerning 
the uprisings that would occur. From recent 
post-mortem reports, it appears that the 
C.1LA. was more eager to invade than were 
the exile leaders. Even before the invasion 
one found evidence of this. In the TIMEs 
of April 9th, Brewer reported Cardona as 
saying: “The revolt must come and would 
come from within the country.” And Szulc, 
in the same issue, reported that while any 
invasion plan assumes that the Castro 
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FOR THE UNITED PRESBYTERIAN 
CHURCH for calling on its 9,000 con- 
gregations to avoid showing the doctored 
film “Operation Abolition” unless time 
was provided for an adequate presenta- 
tion of “well-founded criticism of the 
film.” 


B® FOR THE DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
for undertaking an antitrust investigation 
of the American Telephone and Tele- 
graph Company. 


B® FOR THE METROPOLITAN OPERA 
ASSOCIATION for deciding not to appear 
before racially segregated audiences. 


Bm FOR THE NEW JERSEY SUPREME 
COURT for ordering the reinstatement of 
Dr. Robert Lowenstein who had been 
dismissed as a teacher in 1955 by the 
Newark Superintendent of Schools for 
invoking the Fifth Amendment when 
questioned by the House Un-American 
Activities Committee. 


b> FOR PROFESSOR EARLE L. REYNOLDS 
(who in 1958 sailed into the Eniwetok 
nuclear blast area to protest nuclear 
bomb tests) for suggesting the establish- 
ment of a peace agency represented in 
the U.S. Cabinet, of an international 
center for peace research and of a chair 
of peace science in every college. 


government will “collapse from the on- 
slaught, the more realistic among the exiled 
leaders . . . accept the possibility that a 
bloody and perhaps long civil war will be 
the first phase.” In addition, it appears that 
on numerous occasions the U. S. considered 
and may have promised open support. From 
a statement in TIME (April 28) it would 
seem (if the statement is true) that things 
were left ambiguous. TIME reports a radio 
message from the beachhead as saying: “Do 
not see any friendly air cover as you 
promised.” 

The analogy to the Hungarian situation 
that the President and press have proposed 
would hold only if (1) the Cuban popula- 
tion and armed forces supported the C.I.A. 
invasion and were then crushed by military 
support from the Soviets aiding Castro, or 
if (2) the Cuban population and armed 
forces did not defect and the U. S. supported 
the invaders in crushing the loyal support 
given Castro. The first alternative was 
remote, the second uncomfortably close. 


AID GIVEN THE INVADERS 


In this sphere, the lack of candor on the 
part of the administration, the press, and 
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the “revolutionary” leaders has been most 
obvious. The Sunday Times of April 9th 
ran a front page lead story on Cardona, 
written by Sam Brewer. The headline was: 
“Castro Foes Call Cubans To Arms; Predict 
Uprising; U.S. Aid Is Denied.” The story 
covered various aspects of exile activity, 
particularly dealing with the predicted up- 
rising. The parts dealing with the question 
of U.S. aid follow: “Cardona vigorously 
denied reports that his group had been 
backed by the U.S. C.I.A. He said it was 
formed ‘exclusively by Cubans . . . without 
interference by any organization outside 
Cuba.’ Asked whether he had ever talked 
with the C.I.A. he said: ‘Definitely no.’” 
In the TimMEs “News of the Week” section, 
also April 9th, this was reiterated: “Cardona 
has denied Havana’s charges that the exile 
movement is financed by Washington. He 
claims that his movement, like Castro’s in 
the Batista days, is supported solely by 
exiled Cubans and other private persons.” 

A week after the invasion had taken 
place, there were no shortages of new 
reports detailing the aid that was given to 
the exiles. Szulc, writing in the Sunday 
TiMEs of April 23rd, states that the C.I.A. 
“supported and coordinated the first ill- 
fated attempt” to overthrow Castro. The 
Times “News of the Week in Review” of 
the same date stated: “Last Spring the 
Frente began recruiting volunteers . . . for 
military training. Its activities were directly 
supervised by the C.I.A. . . . The exiles 
were trained by U.S. military specialists 
and armed with U.S. ground, sea, and air 
weapons.” 


The Times perhaps became remarkably 
well-informed between April 9th (a week 
before the invasion) and April 23rd (a 
week after). But it strains credibility to 
accept such a conclusion. Szulc, writing in 
the Sunday Times of April 9th, stated that 
an invasion army was “now in the final 
stages of training in Central America and 
Louisiana.” He did not take a stand at 
that time as to whether or not this was 
proof of U.S. aid. And William Shannon, 
in the NEw York Post of April 9th wrote: 
“Back in 1959, the Eisenhower Administra- 
tion decided to apply to Cuba the ‘Guate- 
mala solution’. That is, the National 
Security Council gave the C.I.A. director 

. . the go-ahead to organize the Cuban 
exiles, train a military force, and plan an 
invasion of Cuba.” Even greater specificity 
on aid to exiles was given by a story in 
TIME, as far back as January 27th: “The 
Frente apparently gets all the U. S. financial 
aid (estimated to range from $135,000 
monthly to as high as $500,000).” 


It is unlikely that these stories were 
merely rumors or fabrications, particularly 
in view of the following quote from the 
Sunday Times Magazine Section of April 
23rd: “Reports of organized training of 
exiles began a year ago. In recent months 
the press has been allowed to visit clandes- 
tine centers like this one in Florida and in 
Latin America” (italics mine). 


Thus, it is obvious that the press had 
sufficient information to realize the fabrica- 
tion involved in the Administration or the 
exile statements which claimed that there 
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was no U.S. aid being given the exiles. 
One might accept certain excuses for the 
press’s withholding information on U.S. 
aid, such as when visits are permitted and 
information given only on pledges of 
secrecy. But what case can be made out 
for presenting “news” that is known to be 
deliberate falsehood? 


The lead story in the Sunday Times of 
April 9th on Cardona’s denial of U.S. aid 
was one such deliberate misrepresentation. 
To be sure, it was Cardona’s misrepresenta- 
tion. Yet the Times had a choice of whether 
or not to print the interviews. Their motto 
is “All the News that’s Fit to Print,” not 
“Anything that’s News.” But instead of 
withholding an obvious fabrication, the 
TIMEs printed it as the lead story of their 
Sunday issue. ‘The line between withholding 
information that was given in confidence, 
and disseminating information known to 
be false, is the line between responsible 
journalism on the one hand and propaganda 
on the other. And propaganda of this kind 
is more indicative of a government organ, 
not of a “free and energetic press.” 


PRESS REACTION 
TO THE WHITE PAPER 


The White Paper on Cuba, purportedly 
written by A. Schlesinger, Jr., and modeled 
in part after Theodore Draper’s article in 
ENCOUNTER, valiantly tried to absolve the 
U.S. of responsibility for Castro’s policies. 
Castro emerged as a crafty long-term planner 
who willfully moved toward Communist 
alliance with no provocation from the U. S. 
In the White Paper it was pointed out that 
Castro was received in the U.S. in 1959, 
but it was not pointed out that Castro was 
received unofficially, in a hotel room, by 
Secretary Herter. Further, it was not 
pointed out that this was done shortly after 
the red carpet had been rolled out for a 
South American dictator who then received 
a medal of honor from the U.S. While it 
was noted that U.S. officials offered to 
“discuss his economic problems”, it was not 
noted that he came seeking immediate 
assistance and was not given any. 


The press was eager to echo this distorted 
view of Castro’s “willful” choice. The 
following appeared in the Sunday Times of 
April 9th: “The reaction to the United 
States call on the Castro regime to break 
its ties with the Communist countries 
dispels any illusions . . . that some way or 
somehow relations with the United States 
could be resumed. It has been made clear 
by Premier Castro and his officials that The 
Cuban Revolutionary Government will con- 
tinue to look to the Communist countries 
for economic and political aid.” 


If no concrete offer of aid was made con- 
currently with the “call” for reform, in 
actuality. what choice was given to Castro? 
Again in the Sunday Times of April 23rd, 
this “lily-white hands” attitude was re- 
echoed: “The U.S., which, after repeated 
rebuffs in its efforts to come to terms with 
the Castro regime, cut off imports of Cuban 
sugar last summer” (“News of the Week in 
Review”). 


To be sure, it is not easy to untangle the 
complex series of events that led to U.S. 
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and to Cuban policy, but I am convince 
that a large burden of guilt will be show, 
to have been with U.S. policy and action, 
There would not have been “repeated fp. 
buffs” in the absence of U.S. provocation, 
In this regard, and to keep the later reco, 
from confusion, we need only to turn to ay 
article on Laos by J. Nevard in the Sunday 
Tmes of April 23rd. Writing out 9 
Vientiane, Nevard asserted: “. . . Thi 
week . . . Souvanna Phouma cancelled the 
trip to Washington that he had sough & 
earlier. The United States, chilly toward the 
neutralist Prince when he was Premier lay 
autumn, had come to accept him as the bey 
hope of setting up a compromise cabine 
. . . Now, however, as a result of the Prince 
having tossed away this once-desired chance 
to discuss the situation with Presiden 
Kennedy and Secretary of State Rusk, the 
view is widely held that the Soviet officials 
he saw in Moscow may have convinced him 
all he need do is sit tight . . .” 



























Indeed, it would seem that Phouma, like 
“tossed away” the — 
opportunity to establish himself and his 
country as a neutral power, and likewise & 





Castro, deliberately 







deliberately, may soon choose to ally himself 
with the Soviet Union. But two days before, 
a news story about Secretary Rusk in the 
Times of April 21st (page 4) had said: 
“The Secretary of State returned to his 








native Georgia for a one-day round of & 
of the 


| justific 
» fashior 





appearances . . . The Secretary of State 
received an honorary Doctor of Laws degree 
at Emory University in Atlanta. He was 
cited for his “contribution to peace and 
freedom in this disordered world . . . 
About Laos, Mr. Rusk said the United 
States could not let matters drift. He said 
the Kennedy Administration still hoped the 
Laotian situation could be settled by an 
early cease-fire. Mr. Rusk missed a Cabinet 
meeting to come here during the crises in 
Cuba and Laos. He also had to call off « 
meeting with Prince Souvanna Phouma be. 
cause of the trip. He said their schedules 
just didn’t fit. The Prince subsequently 
cancelled his trip to the United States.” 
(Italics mine.) 

























Later, if Phouma succeeds in regaining 
his position in Laos, and his country, 
through some series of events, drifts towards 
closer alliance with the Soviet Union, the 
Administration will point out, and the press 
will eagerly follow suit, that he had planned 
it all along, since he did not come to 
Washington when the opportunity was 
offered. But let us remember, earlier in the 
crisis, when Phouma wished to come, Rusk’s 
“schedule just didn’t fit” because that day 
he had to go to Georgia to receive a citation 
for his contribution to peace and freedom. 
(U.S. administrations change, but Georgia 
continues to be the likely place to find 
government officials during times of crisis.) 


And finally, when serious trouble breaks 
out in Panama, and the press tells us it was 
“without provocation from the U.S.,” let 
us recall the following paragraph from the 
Sunday Times of April 23rd (page 20): 
“The Army has made plans to establish in 
the Panama Canal Zone a school for 
personnel of Latin American armies. Classes 
will be conducted in guerilla and _ anti- 
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) this article. 


mention in American newspapers, or be 


referred to as some queer kind of curio. 
Rightist radicalism, no matter how crack- 

pottish, becomes so instantly newsworthy 

that the coverage it gains turns into its 


} chief promotional device. When, in the days 


of McCarthy’s political decline the press 
and networks were accused of building 


‘him up by their extended coverage, they 


did not deny that contribution but hid 
behind their alleged political and moral 


| neutrality in reporting all news. They readily 
| admitted that McCarthy’s quickly gained 
‘national prominence would have been im- 
| possible had they not carried his message to 
’ the last American alive. Yet, they disclaimed 
‘all moral and political responsibility by 
arguing that any news reticence would have 
+ amounted to arbitrary censorship. 


The news media are on sound democratic 


' grounds in resorting to the anti-censorship 
| argument even though in the cases at hand 
“the exaggerated volume of coverage was 
‘at least partly motivated by sheer sensa- 
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tionalism rather than responsible reporting. 
But their hypocrisy becomes evident from 
the fact that other newsworthy events are 
not accorded the same politically neutral 
treatment. 


No shade of fascism at this juncture in 
history seems to be considered a true 
danger by our power elite. Fascist influences 
upon our Government are even favorably 
viewed by many of our special interests in 
that they provide an antidote to liberal 
crusades. In certain areas such as arma- 
ments, they support directly the interests 
of the power elite. It is for this reason that 
a fascist movement in America, no matter 
how extreme, no matter how vocal its 
criticism and opposition, is accorded a 
completely different treatment from “leftist” 
or peace-endorsing opposition. 


It seems to be the self-assumed respon- 
sibility of the American press and broadcast- 
ing industry to see to it that no one but 
rightist, conservative, internationally bel- 





From just this brief review of coverage 


of the Cuban episode, one finds ample 
| justification for 


responding in cynical 
fashion when the term “free” is applied to 
press activity between April 9th and 23rd. 
The press not only failed to live up to its 
full obligations during this period, but it 


' moved a considerable way in the direction 
_ of being a propaganda agency rather than a 


free and independent institution. There was 
a drastic reduction of its critical function, a 
disgraceful mimicry of the “official line”, 
and a discouraging lack of response to the 
threat of a curtailed press which Kennedy 


'adumbrated in his Washington speech to 


the editors. In this initial speech to news- 


' men (April 20), Kennedy said: “We dare 


not fail to see the insidious nature of this 
new and deeper struggle . . . to grasp the 
new concepts, the new tools, the new sense 


of urgency . . . The soft societies are about 
' to be swept away . . . We intend to re- 


examine and re-orient our forces of all 


| kinds; our tactics and our institutions here 
| in this community.” (Italics mine). 


The reference to community is ambigu- 


| ous, but he was addressing the Washington 


convention of editors, so one institution 


| represented in “this community” was that of 


the press. This was overlooked completely 
the next day (April 21) both in the TIMEs’s 
editorial commentary and in Reston’s com- 
mentary on the speech. On Sunday, April 


| 23rd, the closest the TiMEs came to a 
| recognition of danger was in three brief 


sentences, two quoted at the beginning of 
The third was: “The U.S. 
faces not only the immediate problem of 
Cuba, but the broader problem of conduct- 
ing cold-war operations in a democracy” 
(“Review of the Week,” April 23). Since 
April 20th, when the press hailed Kennedy’s 
“clear” message, they have done little to 
allay our fears that it may be democracy 


that shall suffer. Certainly one is hardly 
reassured by the delayed, mild, and un- 
certain response to Kennedy’s more blatant 
demand for “self-censorship” in the “na- 
tional interest” which he made in his later 
speech, the one to the New York Press 
Week Meetings (April 27). 

Of course, one cannot overlook the fact 
that there were enormous pressures brought 
to bear on editors and newsmen. In this 
regard, it is relevant to quote a passage from 
NEWSWEEK, which commented upon dis- 
tortions in the news during this period: 
“Newsmen, like many others, became pawns 
in the intensifying conflict between Washing- 
ton and Havana. ‘Many of us have gone off 
the deep end,’ said one newsman, ‘but I 
can’t help thinking that at some point we 
were pushed.’ ” 

Yet regardless of the pressures brought to 
bear, the press could have discharged its 
duties to the public in a more commendable 
fashion. For if under these relatively mild 
conditions the press is quick to “close 
ranks,” then what is to be expected of it 
when pressure to “close ranks” is brought 
to bear on more serious issues, e.g. if a 
naval blockade of Cuba is launched? 

But while the press did not discharge 
itself honorably, one cannot deny that the 
press in some regards is “free”. Were it 
totally controlled, it would have been 
impossible to piece together enough informa- 
tion for even the limited synthesis that was 
presented here, though on the negative side 
one must emphasize the great length of time 
required to do so. But the more crucial 
question (until such time as it is controlled 
externally to a greater degree than it is now) 
is whether or not the press has exercised its 
degree of freedom from external control to 
the greatest possible extent. Here the answer 
must clearly be that it did not. And if the 
press is not quick to exercise the degree of 
freedom it still is allowed, it will become 
an academic question as to whether or not 
the press is being brought under government 
control. April 27, 1961 


THe MINoRITY OF ONE @ 


ligerent groups ever have a chance of 
becoming national oppositions. 

Such oppositionist movements as occur 
in Great Britain and other Western 
countries are utterly unthinkable’ in 
America. Had Anthony Eden been an 
American President rather than Britain’s 
Prime Minister, and had Amercian interests 
collided with those of Egypt as did Great 
Britain’s in 1956, the only opposition that 
would have emerged in America would 
have been to the military sloppiness of the 
Suez venture. The Cuban invasion episode 
lends this analogy added significance. 
Criticism of the military inefficiency of the 
Cuban venture flowed freely in the columns 
of the American press and over the air 
waves. But criticism against the aggression 
itself was hardly echoed by the communica- 
tion media. Criticism of the Government 
enjoys full hospitality of the news media 
when it calls for more nationalism, chauvin- 
ism, intransigence and social retardedness, 
but whenever it runs in the other direction, 
it is treated as something not to be 
mentioned. 


The Paper-and-Air-Wave Curtain 

Any kind of leftist radicalism and any 
peaceful alternative to the prevailing concept 
of America’s international obligations are 
automatically dismissed by our communica- 
tion media as if they were not newsworthy. 
The compliance the American public dis- 
plays with our bellicose foreign policy is 
not completely voluntary. The truth of the 
matter is that the American public is 
hermetically sealed off from finding out 
about the existence of a possible alternative 
policy. The prevailing philosophy of 
government, and primarily the prevailing 
philosophy of our relations with the rest 
of the world, including the Soviet Union, 
has never been exposed before the American 
people in open competition with contrasting 
philosophies. A hermetically sealed Paper- 
and-Air-Wave Curtain insulates the Ameri- 
can people from any such alternative and 
leaves them no choice but to consider the 
official line in an apparent absence of an 
alternative course. At least ninety per cent 
of the American people have never even 
heard of the existence of an alternative 
system of thought to the one that emanates 
from Washington. The occasional brief 
references to some protest movement that 
find their way into our press or over our 
air waves are completely uninformative; 
rather do they undertake to present a crack- 
pottish picture of an action whose objective 
merits remain concealed as does its sub- 
jective self-presentation. In this way, the 
brief occasional coverage seeks to establish 
a negative prejudice while simultaneously 
carefully preventing the public even from 
knowing exactly what its prejudice is being 
established against. 

I recently attended a peace rally in New 
York City’s Carnegie Hall, during which the 
Nobel Laureate Linus Pauling and Mrs. 
Pauling reported on the just-concluded Oslo 
conference of prominent scientists and 
scholars against the spread of nuclear 
weapons. Carnegie Hall was filled to capac- 
ity, with some 5,000 people in attendance, 
and many in the adjoining streets unable 

(Continued on page 10) 
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Eichmann Trial 













To a degree the Eichmann trial is producing a soul-searching effect in many 
lands and among various groups. Yet, the self-searching is not new; rather it 
deepens moral commitments that antedate the trial. Those who have been alert 
to man’s brutal capacities, to his nationalistic biases that obscure to him the true 
nature of his deeds against humanity may, under the influence of the macabre 
recount in Jerusalem, feel more deeply and strongly on the subject. The ultimate 
human degeneration inspired by blind German chauvinism has been taken by such 
people as a warning of what any chauvinism may eventually lead to. 

It is doubtful, however, whether those who most needed this Jerusalem 
lesson have derived from it any intellectual and ethical benefit. The question is 


whether a single chauvinist stopped being 
a chauvinist? Has a single nationalist 
repudiated his willingness to see foreign 
nations deprived and exploited for the im- 
moral benefit of his own nation? Has a 
single ruler abstained from a single act of 
abusing a weak, defenseless foreign people, 
because he was shocked by the similarity 
between his own act and the deeds of an 
Eichmann and the Nazi state? It would be 


all too optimistic to expect such an effect 


of the Eichmann trial, even though this 
lesson, if actually derived, would be the 
trial’s most constructive justification. 

There is a sad irony in the fact that at the 
very time of this historical recapitulation 
before the Jerusalem Tribunal, two events 
took place in America which morally have 
much in common with the national mood 
that begot the macabre Nazi events. Yet, 
this moral and psychological relationship 
has utterly escaped the awareness of the 
more recent offenders. The Alabama racists, 
who deny human rights to Negroes, have 
heard of the Eichmann trial. Before leaving 
their homes to participate in acts of racial 
terror and persecution, they have read their 
morning papers or listened to news broad- 
casts recounting the testimony before the 
court in Jerusalem. Most of them un- 
doubtedly felt horror at the Nazi terror and 
persecutions. Many among them would 
advocate the ultimate punishment of Eich- 
mann. Yet, the moral link between the 
abhorrent Nazi excesses and their own never 
occurred to them. Any such link would be 
vehemently denied by them. They would 
point at a “basic” difference between Nazi 
extermination and their own racial hatreds: 
the Nazis were wrong, while they, the 
Alabama bigots, knew deep in their hearts 
that they were “right”. That the Nazis’ own 
conviction was equally strong provides no 
warning to the Alabama racists about the 
unreliability of self-righteousness. 

* * * 

One might protest that the excesses of 

the Alabamans were by no means as 
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macabre as the Nazi genocide. While this 
is undoubtedly true, the comparison remains 
valid nonetheless. Because the difference is 
one of degree and circumstances only. 
Psychologically, the same human frailties 
made possible both orgies of horror. The 
same racist megalomania, group paranoia 
and callousness towards the sanctity of life 
accommodated both deeds. How far one 
would go in such pursuits hardly depends on 
further moral adjudication; rather it be- 
comes a matter of effective means to achieve 
a specific goal. Had our own American 
racists gained the unchallengeable power 
that the Nazis held in Germany, had their 
physical strength sufficed for them to have 
their way completely, they would erect 
genocidal gas chambers rather than see 
white supremacy obliterated. 
* * * 


Fortunately for America, the racist 
supremacists do not have unequivocal 
power. Their terrorism has been challenged 
by a powerful federal machinery, and it is 
a tribute to the two Kennedy brothers that 
they did not hesitate to use federal force 
to stop the Alabama pogroms. Thus Eich- 
mann’s spirit in Alabama has been recog- 
nized for what it is — crime. Those, 
however, who in this matter displayed a 
sense of justice are not completely divorced 
from the Eichmannian perversion. Their 
non-Eichmannian qualities are sporadic and 
inconsistent. They manifested themselves 
in regard to the pogroms in Alabama, but 
were utterly absent in our official treatment 
of Cuba. 

President Kennedy and his officers, who 
sent armed guards to arrest a display of 
Nazi-like excesses in Alabama, have felt 
no qualms about sending another type of 
guards to Cuba. The latter’s mission would 
have been impossible were the President’s 
mind free of the psychology that ultimately 
led Adolf Eichmann to his bullet-proof cage 
in the Jerusalem courtroom. Eichmann did 
not hesitate to send his Landsknechte to 
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foreign lands to plunder and murder, fg. 
lieving himself to be serving his nation, 
Kennedy did not hesitate to send his Lang. 
knechte to a foreign land to commit crime, 
that he believed of benefit to his nation. |, 
either case no principle, no value, no human 
loyalty took precedence over a sheer pa. 
tionalistic expediency. In either case, an 
and all deeds were considered justified by 
the apparent gains of one’s own nation, 
That’s how Hitler sent his soldiers to 
Austria, Czechoslovakia, Poland and the 
rest of Europe. That’s how Kennedy sent 
his mercenaries to rape Cuba. 

Again someone will protest the quantita. 
tive discrepancy between the two acts. But 
again this discrepancy is no more than , 
matter of degree and circumstances. Once 
the immoral, chauvinistic system of thought 
and mood controls one’s deeds or misdeeds, 
their extent is merely a matter of operational 
efficiency. It prevented Hitler from con. 
quering weaker nations no more than jt 
prevented him from erecting factories for 
mass executions. It prevented us from 
invading Cuba no more than it prevented 
us from dropping atom bombs on Hiroshima 
and Nagasaki; and Mr. Herman Kahn’; 
recent study of war strategy may well be 
our equivalent to that infamous 1942 cop. 
ference of the Nazi brass that decided the 
“final solution” of the “Jewish question”. 

Spiritually, not all of Eichmann has been 
confined to the Jerusalem courtroom; part 
of him was busily employed pogroming 
Negroes in the streets of Montgomery; part 
was busy scheming the defeat of the self- 
asserting Cuban people. 


* * bd 


Properly enough, Israel has been taking 
great pains to convince the world of the 
integrity of the Eichmann trial. The Israeli 
judiciary being what it is, it may be expected 
that there will be no loopholes in procedure. 
Yet, the political nature of the trial is being 
determined by the prosecution, upon which 
the judges have no influence. The prosecu- 
tion, however, being an agency of the execu- 
tive branch of the government, is acting 
under the restraints of political expediencies. 
It is for this reason that the Eichmann trial 
cannot be expected to shed light on several 
questions that are as historically important 
as they are obscure. 

Most important among the mysteries is 
the attitude of the World War II Allies to 
Hitler’s extermination of Jews. The Nazi 
resolution to kill off European Jewry fol- 
lowed unsuccessful feelers as to Allied 
cooperation in organizing the emigration of 
Jews from German-occupied countries. 
Only when the Nazis failed to gain such 
cooperation did they alter the means of 
“the final solution” and replace emigration 
with death. History will insist on the answer: 
Who on the side of the Allies made the 
decision to turn down the Nazis and why? 
Why was the saving of millions of Jews 
from extermination taken as a matter that 
did not warrant serious consideration? 

It emerged during Eichmann’s trial that, 
in 1943, a Western bribe of 2-3,000,000 
dollars might have permanently halted the 
deportations of Jews from Slovakia to the 
death camps. The matter was relayed to 
Western sources without eliciting as much 
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, be IE gs additional inquiries and negotiations. Henry David Thoreau (July 12, 1817-1862) 

ation, | Who decided so easily and — 

ands. to explore the matter and why? f 

m4 a= subsequent offer by Eichmann to The Devil Ss Grandchild 

n. In @ trade the Hungarian Jewry for trucks By Guy Albert d’Amato 

uman & similarly mever received serious considera- 

T na tion in Allied quarters. Who decided this If Emerson was the Devil’s child, then he was a superb mystic with astonishing 

» any [Band why? this man, who was Emerson’s intellectual clarity of vision for the kinship of forest and 

ed by § There is the question of why no dramatic —_ son, was the Devil’s grandchild. The mark man. Many have denied him a true natural- 

ation, § effort was made on the part of the Allies | was upon him, for he inherited more the ist because he saw Nature herself where 

Ts to Mat least to attempt to stop the operation ancestral spark of revolt and defiance than naturalists see only plants, animals and 

d the of the death camps. Why weren’t ultima- did his spiritual father. He had in his deeds Latin nomenclature. He rested his head on 

y sent @ tums issued warning of some retaliatory the dare of his words. The suit of action her teeming bosom, heard her heart beat and 
action unless the genocide was stopped? and word is the true measure of conviction, _ felt the invisible tangibility of her embracing 

Antita. | In the sole instance of such an ultimatum, and any discrepancy in the balance of the _ spirit. It is believed he lived alone, but no 

. But & issued to the Hungarian Government, the two is the measure of a lie. Many there are _— one lives alone who lives like that. No man 

han qf result was a temporary halting of deporta- | who dare not do what they utter, more who was so unafraid of himself: and from his 

Once ff tions from Budapest. Although these were dare not utter what they do, and too many __ seclusion he bruited for the benefit of man 

ought [& ultimately resumed because of German who are cowards on both sides. The office _ the secrets of life disclosed by nature. He 

deeds, interference, the case illustrated that it was of words to disguise character and conceal bridged the dangerous gap of educated 

tional | not necessarily hopeless to interfere on action is a major symptom of the ills of our ignorance between child, mankind and 


- con- & behalf of the doomed Jewry. times. He is rare who lives in concord mother earth. But we are not glad enough 
lan it Why, more specifically, have Allied | with his tongue. So was this man. Only he was American because he said he was 
es for | bombers who flew over the death camps to _— such produce the greatest work whose life _‘ first a man and acted upon the thought. 
from § and from their bombing assignments, never _is greater than his work. It might even be | Thought without living it, to him, was at 
vented & dropped some of their load on the gas said he never wrote a book and yet wrote least as bad as living without thought. 
shima [f chambers, whose crematoria chimneys con- _ one of the few greatest books ever written. | Healthy thought is the prism of a soul un- 
<ahn’s f stituted ideal bombing targets? Who could __ A little ink for so much thought! To read it tainted by family or nation and traverses 
ell be have issued the orders to destroy the death is to be reborn. It combines poetry and the universe. Only a crippled soul will set 
2 con- & factories but did not? And why not? thought with exquisite blend, life and nature §_ up guns at its prison door. To become, is 
2d the Of the wealth of secret documents with perfect right, and on nearly every page not to become first, but to be so as the result 


pertaining to these questions the Israeli 
prosecution has introduced only a few dur- 


| ing the Eichmann trial. The ones introduced 


dealt with Dr. Chaim Weizmann’s and 
Moshe Sharett’s unsuccessful negotiations 
with Anthony Eden in 1944, for the payment 
of a ransom to the Nazis and the bombard- 
ment of the extermination camps. That 


one feels the fresh protoplasmic quiver of 
life itself. Each thought has the rough 
edge of its ore, the strength and beauty of 
truth unpolished by hypocrisy or vanity. 
It is the art of Beethoven, Michelangelo and 
Carlyle — art unspoiled by art. Above all 


Mr. d’Amato is a faculty member of the Tuft University 
at Medford, Mass. and the author of several volumes. His 


of being first the parts, and therefore to 
become last. Thoreau had to be first some- 
thing else before he became a man, but he 
had to be first a man to be an American. 
Here, then, is a true American; but we are 
still so far from true patriotism as to make 
it ironic indeed if this man, who said he 


was an American last, should prove to be 


earlier contributions to TMO appeared in the May and the last American 


earlier meetings between Jewish leaders june 1961 issues. 


and President Roosevelt, held in 1942 and 
devoted to these problems, were not men- 
tioned by the prosecutor was an omission 
for political expediency, at the expense 
of historical accuracy. 

These are some of the most obscure ques- 
tions pertaining to the period of World War 
Il. Any attempt to answer them authorita- 
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most heinous tradition of the Nazis them- 
selves. Its leaders were much more candid 
than their German masters in publicly 
announcing their crimes. Artukovic, who 
boasted that he solved the “Jewish question” 
with more expediency than Adolf Hitler, 


West German reparations still flowing to 
Israel, and with the United States as inter- 
ested as the Bonn Government itself, much 
diplomatic pressure must be brought upon 
the Government of Israel to save inter- 
national embarrassment to the Nazi-coddling 


execu- . ; oe openly told his “parliament”, in 1942, why apparatus. Here is another area in which 
acting tively would immediately become a political he hated and killed Jews. His slogan to the the Eichmann trial cannot be expected to 
nn 1 much guilt would point at Ustashi was: “If you can’t kill a Serb or a _— provide the answers and clues. 

_ I governmental circles still holding the reigns Jew, you are an enemy of the State!” * * * 


of power. It is for this reason that the 
Israeli Government will refrain from 
shedding light on these questions during 
— Eichmann’s trial. 


lies to yr ® 


Yet, U. S. courts have refused to extradite 
Artukovic to Yugoslavia, according him the 
protection of a “political” refugee. 

* * * 


Artukovic is not the only Nazi criminal 


several 
ortant 


The versions of the genesis of the cold 
war are contradictory. Insofar as the court- 
ing of German chauvinism is concerned, I 
personally witnessed some of its beginnings. 
It was towards the end of 1945 when I came 


. Nazi A witness against Eichmann reaccused under the protective aegis of the American from the Soviet occupation zone in Germany 
ry fol.  Andrija Artukovic, now a United States | Government. There are many others. As to the American occupation zone. Immedi- 
Allied § Citizen but formerly Minister of Interior in soon as World War II was over, the ately I was struck by the obvious differences 
ion of @ the Nazi puppet State of Croatia. American authorities took a new look at in the attitudes of the military authorities 


Artukovic’s 


intries. politico-criminal activities their former enemies. Nazism no longer towards the Germans in the two zones. The 
1 such ff date back as far as 1929, when he joined the posing a military danger, it suddenly re- first uniformed Germans I saw after the war 
ans of | “!oristic fascist Ustashi movement in verted to an ideological anti-communist ally. | were in the American sector. Coming from 


Croatia. In 1932, he led the “Lika Revolt” 


zration aay 
an event that was more purely criminal than 


nswer: 


Former membership in the Nazi Party was 


the Soviet zone, it was something of a shock 
looked upon as a positive vindication of 


to me to see the martial German policemen 


de the §f Political. In 1934, he was arrested in France, one’s welcome animosity towards the Soviet __still in their old uniforms from which only 
| why? § With other Ustashi leaders, for plotting the Union. the swastikas had been removed. They 
- Jews — Successful assasination of King Alexander Thus our Government’s representatives in carried firearms and their appearance was 


sr that § 22d the French Foreign Minister Louis 


Germany have been displaying an amazing 
? Barthou in Marseilles. Later extradited 


one of fully restored Prussian authority and 
degree of indulgence towards former Nazis’ 


discipline. This contrasted sharply with the 


1 that, f 0m France and awaiting trial in Yugo- penetration of the West German administra- _ civilian clothed militia in the Soviet zone, 
00,000 Slavia, he was released from prison when tion. The Bonn Government is known to who were distinguishable only by arm 
ed the the Belgrade government aligned itself with have entertained serious apprehensions that bands. Soon I learned the differences were 
to the Hitler and Mussolini. Eichmann’s trial may publicly reveal the not confined to the respective status of the 
ved to The crimes of the Pavelic-Artukovic re- extent to which Nazis currently hold respon- _ police in the two zones. I was galled by the 
much fm %™me in Croatia were in keeping with the sible offices within its framework. With 


(Continued on page 16) 
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to gain admission. There were also press 
representatives and among them a reporter 
for THE New York TIMES, who inter- 
viewed Dr. Pauling immediately before 
the meeting was called to order. Yet, the 
rally received no miore than a few lines in 
the TrmEs. A big and important rally in 
New York, sponsored by world renowned 
personalities, which did not escape the know- 
ledge of the editors of the foremost news- 
paper in America, was practically silenced 
out of existence. The several pounds of 
following Sunday’s TIMEs gave page after 
page to the most inconsequential trivia, and 
also coverage to all news emanating from 
the John Birch Society. 

So effective has the Paper-and-Air-Wave 
Curtain been that its victims are unaware 
of its existence. Man’s gullibility is such 
that any penitentiary that would hang up 
at its entrance the sign “Freedom House” 
would have a chance of persuading its 
inmates. The sign hanging over the Paper- 
and-Air-Wave Curtain reads “Freedom of 
the Press” and “All the News That’s Fit to 
Print” and those who depend for informa- 
tion on our Fourth Estate are thoroughly 
convinced that they read a free press and 
listen to the best-informed-and-best-inform- 
ing networks. They are convinced that they 
get all the news, that whatever they do not 
find in their newspapers or hear over the 
air waves does not exist. They are told ad 
nauseam that the limited-and-limiting, cen- 
sored-and-censoring channels of information 
are “free” and, in the absence of any obvious 
evidence to the contrary, their dubious 
sources of information are accepted as the 
most reliable and exhaustive ones. 


Among the Atlantic nations the one whose 
global policies are most closely tied in with 
our own is Great Britain. There can be no 
doubt but that the vast majority of Britishers 
support their Government’s NATO reliance. 
Yet, there is a great difference between the 
domestic support of foreign policies in 
America and in Great Britain. In America, 
that support stems partly from a lack of any 
acquaintanceship with possible alternatives, 
while in Great Britain those who support 
their government are at least aware of the 
possibility of differing policies. This aware- 
ness is potentially and actually a powerful 
force and as such it moderates the decisions 
of the British Government. British public 
opinion is involved in a continuous discus- 
sion and choice of alternatives with regard 
to foreign policies. Knowing that the 
population is continuously exposed to a 
dissenting view, the Government is acutely 
aware that it may not press too hard its 
international militancy lest it provide ammu- 
nition for the opposition. It is acutely aware 
that its deeds and policies are weighed 
critically by the entire population including 
the supporting majority. When such a 
supporting majority is exposed to a critical 
illumination it may well change its senti- 
ments, withdraw its support and turn against 
the very government that only yesterday 
commanded its loyalty. That’s why in Great 
Britain the existing anti-war opposition 
exercises a moderating influence in spite 
of its relative numerical insignificance. 
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The situation is basically different in the 
United States. Here the government assumes 
that no matter how extreme and obvious 
its aggressive policies, as far as the aware- 
ness of the citizenry is concerned there is 
no alternative in existence. The only serious 
opposition, therefore, centers around the 
question of effective pursuit of what seems 
to be the one and only possible course of 
foreign policy. The Government’s blunders, 
whether on such issues as the U-2, the Cuba 
invasion, disarmament obstructionism, nour- 
ishing of sources of international tension 
as is the case in Berlin, etc., etc., provide no 
momentum for a competing foreign policy 
but at the most for an opposition that claims 
to be able to execute the intransigence more 
effectively. 


President or Dictator? 

For all practical purposes the American 
President has become the most absolute 
dictator in all matters of foreign policy. 
That in exercising his power he may well 
be a captive of certain groups and special 
interests does not alter this contention. 
Even a dictator does not operate in a social 
vacuum, but he alone has a final say in 
ascertaining the cross currents of power 
relations and in co-relating them to the 
overall state authority. 

In foreign matters the President alone 
decides what the national interest is. Once 
his definition is made, it becomes indispu- 
table and no matter how fallacious the 
definition, it is considered unpatriotic to 
contradict him. Public discussion at best is 
then limited to the means of achieving the 
international goals set by him. 

When one compares with this the amount 
of discussion on foreign policy allowed in 
the communist block of nations, it is quite 
obvious how much more dictatorially and 
arbitararily American foreign policies are 
determined. In the smog of our hostile 
propaganda, it is difficult to gain an authori- 
tative picture of Sino-Soviet relations. If it is 
true, however, that Moscow is more deter- 
mined than Peiping to avert a military 
clash, the Communists are involved in a 
controversy that is quite unthinkable in the 
American body politic. Here there isn’t even 
a segment that would openly dispute the 
national goals as set forth by the President. 
When he determines the national goal to be 
“to contain” communism, the correctness 
of such a national goal is questioned by no 
one. When he employs hardly concealed 
belligerence in relations with other nations, 
he remains unchallenged and need not even 
defend his course. It is unthinkable for any 
portion of the American political setup to 
criticize the President’s foreign policies along 
the lines of the bitter criticism and attack 
we impute to the Moscow-Peiping polemics. 
How to defeat Cuba became a controversy 
between the candidates for the Presidency 
during the last elections, but whether or not 
there was a need, justification or desirability 
to defeat Cuba was not disputed. The 
diplomatic maneuvers of our disarmament 
negotiations with the Soviets may vary 
depending on the personages that make up 
the Administration but no one would dare 
question the unwritten bi-partisan pledge 
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not to reach an understanding with th 
Soviets on this issue. Chances are that a 
American President, any American Pre, 



























































































































































































































































dent, who would actually move in th This 
direction of international disarmamey ascertait 
would either be impeached or faced with , camp. 
coup d'etat. There may be a lively discussion & activitie 
not only among our military but also in the jo, it n 
press as to what kind of missiles should be § remains 
built, but no one within the Government or from th 
the “official” opposition dares to question ff ¢ances, 
whether missiles should be built. no mor 
An opposition in a democratic country i Ther 
more than a power contender. Its role js a protes 
not confined to awaiting the time it will take to shap 
over the reigns of power. Even while out of & pot pul 
power it has an important political assign. fully av 
ment. Its criticism and dissention cause the & i: resig 
government to proceed more cautiously and ovens 
responsibly in choosing the national goal oppose: 
and in pursuing them. Opposition is ap on the 
indispensible part of the democratic ma. register 
chine. When it does not fulfill this role, it ® poral 
not only ceases to acquit itself of its party pant « 
obilgation but also allows the democratic conscie 
process to be perverted. Then a dictorial days in 
process of policy setting is as much possible to a pe 
under a two- or multi-party system as it is purific: 
under a one-party system. Yet, this is the fF oyilt. 
most obvious area of default of any Ameri The 
can party which finds itself out of power. & served 
It is a default that lends absolute power to did ne 
the government, the kind of power that is a trenc 
supposed to be utterly impossible within a they a 
democratic scheme of things. collect 
Between Protest and Historic Event § the wh 
All peace activities in America are largely phere 
ineffective because, no matter what their hardly 





merits and potential to attract the public, 
as far as the awareness of the populace is 
concerned they are non-existent. They are 
silenced out of existence, insulated from the 
public’s awareness by the hermetically 
sealed Paper-and-Air-Wave Curtain. It 
hardly matters how many people participate 
in one peace rally or another, or when and 
where picket lines are held, or what resolu- 
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tions are adopted by one peace group or § 0! 
another when only those involved in such § Paper 
activities ever learn about them. All such § peace 
activities occur behind the insulating wall of § ing a 
the Paper-and-Air-Wave Curtain. choic 

The ineffectiveness of peace activities in § parar 
America, their non-existent chance of posing § Satur 
an alternative way of administering national § °onsc 
affairs has resulted in a feeling of bleak § 8: | 
futility on the part of the peace movement § ‘vent 
itself. The idealistic youngsters who get § tie « 
themselves arrested in attempts to board § decri 
nuclear submarines, the individuals who Tt 
defy the fallacious Civil Defense drills or § tion 
refuse to pay war-supporting taxes, those § relat 
who out of inner conviction are ready to § Twei 
speak up against the prevailing current, § fami 
accepting the stigma of disloyalty hardly § mair 
believe that their activities can suffice to § Yet 
turn the tide. They are not involved in 2 § Ame 
campaign to arrest a catastrophic trend of § exist 
events and they have no illusions about their § mod 
inability to prevent war. Pessimistically, § mor 
they feel that at most they are foot-noting & of t 
the margin of the chronicles and that history @ mak 
is not going to be changed by them. It is & fina 
no coincidence, although it is a paradox, § tadi 
that among the peace workers of America & ofte 
I have found the most extreme pessimists & scri 
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whose determination to protest against war 
is accompanied by the conclusion that war 
cannot be prevented. 

This pessimism stems from the well- 
ascertained ineffectiveness of the peace 
They feel how marginal their 
activities are. They sense that whatever they 
do, it never reaches the public at large and 
remains insulated from its awareness and 
from the main current. Under the circum- 
stances, the American peace camp becomes 
no more than a protest movement. 

There is a fundamental difference between 
a protest movement and one that undertakes 
to shape history. A protest movement does 
not purport to take events into its hands, 
fully aware it cannot achieve this. Indeed it 
is resigned to the proposition that the actual 
events will be shaped by those whom it 
opposes. Its own justification of existence is 
on the level of mental hygiene; it wishes to 
register its protest so as not to share the 
moral responsibility for shaping the repug- 
nant course of events. The American 
conscientious objector hardly considers his 
days in a penitentiary an actual contribution 
to a peaceful world; rather it is a personal 
purification that absolves him of collective 
guilt. 

" The thousands of people I recently ob- 
served at the Pauling rally at Carnegie Hall 
did not believe themselves to be arresting 
atrend towards world disaster. The ovations 
they accorded their admired speakers, the 
collective singing in which they indulged, 
the whole festive and almost jubilant atmos- 
phere of the occasion was one that could 
hardly be associated with people gathered 
together to prevent the doom of mankind. 

Except for the theoretical analyses from the 
rostrum, there was no expression of anguish 
and suffering. The gloomy topic of the 
ocasion did not preclude an emotional 
festivity stemming from the purifying aware- 
ness that the mere participation in the rally 
made one better, absolving him of the 
responsibility for the events under protest. 


Confronted with the totally effective 
Paper-and-Air-Wave Curtain, the American 
peace movement is by its modesty display- 
ing a sense of sane perception. It has no 
choice — except within the domain of 
paranoia — but to be aware of its marginal 
nature that can change nothing. Sub- 
consciously, it takes itself for what it truly 
iss not an historic movement to shape 
events, but a mere protest vote, resigned to 
die amidst the consequences of policies it 
decries but it is too weak to alter. 

The perpetually desperate financial situa- 
tion of American peace groups is closely 
telated to this tragic consciousness of futility. 
Twenty or thirty low-income American 
families often undertake to build a church, 
maintain it and pay a salary to a minister. 
Yet iconoclastic groups and publications in 
America are perpetually struggling for 
existence and. are unable to meet their 
modest budgets. If only their members and 
moral supporters made the effort that each 
of the twenty church-supporting families is 
making, they would gain a measure of 
financial independence. Yet, the American 
tadical, liberal, iconoclast and peace seeker 
often considers it a sacrifice merely to sub- 
sctibe to one of “his” publications. 


camp. 


One is confronted with a situation in 
which he could falsely conclude that the 
radical critic of the American scene is the 
stingiest, most selfish individual, unwilling 
to part with the money so badly needed to 
promote his cause. On the other hand, 
however, there is a constant groping for 
ways to offer service. Constantly one is 
asked the question, “What can I do? How 
can I help, as an individual, to reverse 
the catastrophic current of events?” The 
people who pose these questions know that 
they can subscribe to radical publications, 
participate in demonstrations, picket and 
in many other ways express their protest. 
Yet, somehow these ways do not satisfy 
them. They do not participate in them even 
though their readiness to do something is 
undoubtedly sincere. What frustrates them 
is doubt as to the effectiveness of the ways 
known to them. If they don’t join one 
protest movement or another it is not be- 
cause they are not willing to do something 
for peace preservation, but because they 
sense the futility of such activities. When 
they ask, “What can I do?” actually they 
are asking, “What effective thing can I do?” 
Show them a way of serving peace rather 
than a way of protesting against war, and 
unsuspected reservoirs of idealism and 
generosity will spring forth. The very 
individual who now hesitates to send a small 
contribution to “his” cause or publication, 
would be ready to tax himself quite heavily 
if only he could concretely believe in the 
effectiveness of his contribution. There 
would be little he would not be willing to do 
to preserve peace, but there is little he is 
inspired to do merely to register his protest 
against what seems an unalterable cata- 
strophic trend. 


Yet, the prospects of the American peace 
movement are not necessarily as bleak as 
they seem to many of its participants. Had 
the power elite with its expert and elaborate 
communication media considered the Ameri- 
can public at large to be completely immune 
to the arguments for alternatives in matters 
of government and global policies, they 
would not have erected the Paper-and-Air- 
Wave Curtain. It is precisely because they 
are aware that given more comprehensive 
information, the American public might 
balk at following a war-minded policy that 
they find it absolutely indispensible to in- 
sulate that public from any hint or know- 
ledge of alternative systems of thought. That 
America could exist and prosper without a 
war industry and in a peaceful world makes 
so much sense — even if many domestic 
shifts of power would have to occur in 
order to bring about such a reality — that 
there can be little doubt what the general 
sentiment would be on the part of a truly 
well-informed public. To avert this con- 
tingency, which spells doom to powerful 
domestic interests, the Paper-and-Air-Wave 
Curtain is maintained and closely guarded. 


In the estimate of the molders of 


America’s public opinion talk about true 


national alternatives poses a danger of 
radical contagion. Any thought that must 
be treated by deliberate silence is potentially 
pregnant in consequences. Somebody must 
be terribly afraid not only of its merits but 
also of its persuasive potential. In the case 
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at point, there can be no doubt that the 
evaluation of our news media is correct. 
Advocacies of belligerent policies and the 
perpetuation of the status quo in America 
and elsewhere have little chance of gaining 
disinterested support when weighed within 
the context of alternatives. The arguments 
for disarmament, for an international de- 
tente, for an American economy that does 
not depend on international friction and 
tension are so powerful, realistic and 
necessary that when voiced on equal terms 
with those emanating from Washington, they 
might sweep the public. No one would 
blindly support a war-oriented policy if only 
he knew that there is an alternative. Of 
course, the change of popular sentiment 
would not occur overnight, even if the 
alternative should be presented to the public. 
But long before it would capture the 
majority of the nation, it would start 
moderating the policies of our Government. 
Aware of the reality of an alternative choice 
within the grasp of the public, the Govern- 
ment would have to refrain from steps that 
would obviously confirm the correctness of 
the national opposition. 


For a National Opposition 

All peace groups in America must do 
some fundamental soul searching and clearly 
define their moral purpose. If they are 
satisfied with providing a protest movement 
that does not aspire to influence history but 
just to register a personal or group dissent, 
they can proceed within their present scope 
of activities. In this they may point at a 
spectacular success in providing an oppor- 
tunity for individuals to retain their personal 
sanity in a crazed society. Their mental- 
hygiene effect upon their participants is 
truly admirable. But, if they settle for 
nothing short of preventing the global 
catastrophe of which they warn, or at least 
for nothing short of a fair chance to arrest 
such development, they cannot keep using 
traditional, orthodox means of protesting 
against an utterly unorthodox and un- 
precedented peril to mankind. You cannot 
lift mountains with a tea spoon. As for 
myself, I do not wish to be bombed out not 
even with a copy of The Minority of One 
in my hand. When the day of reckoning 
comes, the peace picket in front of the 
White House may well be saying to himself, 
“My hands did not shed this blood”; but the 
nuclear bomb from above will hardly make 
a point of sparing him. 

Bearing in mind that the monolithic 
American view on politics is maintained 
primarily because of a well-guarded public 
ignorance, the peace movement in America 
must transform itself into a concrete Na- 
tional Alternative. It must gain the means 
of graduating from a marginal dissentionist 
splinter, that saves nothing but the morals 
and minds of a few individuals, into a na- 
tional opposition that asserts itself to the 
point of demanding that it run the affairs 
of the nation. Long before it captures 
majority support, it can, as already pointed 
out, exercise enough influence under certain 
circumstances to weigh decisively in the 
balance of peace and war. 

Such self-assertion is impossible as long 
as the American public is kept behind a 
hermetically sealed Paper-and-Air-Wave 
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Curtain. As long as the public is insulated 
from peace activities, however merited, 
meritoricus, potentially contagious and dra- 
matically persuasive, their effect hardly 
exceeds total inertia. Whether they occur 
or not is of importance only to those 
involved in them without ever becoming an 
historic force. 


To gain effectiveness and a chance of 
affecting history, the entire American peace 
camp must launch a frontal attack against 
the invisible wall that keeps it away from 
history and the public. It must attack and 
destroy the Paper-and-Air-Wave Curtain, 
gaining a chance of addressing itself to the 
American people not as an idiosyncrasy but 
as a national alternative. Without destroy- 
ing the totally effective Paper-and-Air-Wave 
Curtain no true national opposition can 
emerge in America. America is such a vast 
country that events in San Francisco, such 
as the demonstrations against the House 
Un-American Activities Committee, are 
easily distorted before they reach the 
general public. The eyewitnesses constitute 
a much too inconsequential portion of the 
public to correct the image of the events as 
they issue from the control offices behind 
the Paper-and-Air-Wave Curtain. The argu- 
ments of a Linus Pauling before several 
thousand people in New York City are of 
little consequence when a hundred and 
eighty million people are prevented from 
learning about them. 


How to tear to shreds the existing Paper- 
and-Air-Wave Curtain becomes the most 
important war-preventing challenge. On 
this may hinge peace. Failure may lead to 
war. In devising the strategy the best minds 
of the peace camp must be employed and 
all its resources applied. This must become 
the most immediate and all-important task 
of all alternative forces in America. 


The following suggestions, while not pre- 
tending to be a workable blueprint, are 
submitted for whatever their worth. Two 
directions, a negative and a positive one, 
must be pursued in creating a forum for 
the American Alternative. The negative 
efforts must go into destroying the Paper 
Curtain. There are many means of achieving 
this. Peace groups can successfully proclaim 
boycotts of local and national newspapers 
and broadcasting stations accusing them of 
monolithic presentation of national issues. 
Pickets can protest the virtual censorship 
in front of newspaper and network offices. 
Demonstrations can be organized for the 
single purpose of letting the public know 
that a segment of society considers itself 
silenced by the press and networks. In 
more extreme undertakings, offices of news- 
papers and broadcasting stations could be 
trespassed upon and sit-ins held in them. 
They could even be taken over for brief 
periods — all in support of a single demand 
to bring about a truly free press and truly 
free air waves. While the public would 
not learn from such demonstrations what 
the National Alternative is, it would find 
out something extremely important: that 
there are some people who say something 
but are denied the means of saying it in the 
nation’s press and over the nation’s air 
waves. The seed of skepticism would be 


Page 12 @ July 1961 e 


planted with regard to the claims of a free 
press in America. 

To be truly effective these negative 
efforts would have to be accompanied by a 
positive attempt to create channels of 
direct communication with the general 
public. Of course, there is no possibility 
of building a peace-minded American news- 
paper for every war-minded American 
newspaper in existence. The statistical pic- 
ture of American newspapers, however, is 
highly misleading. As far as truly funda- 
mental issues are concerned America has 
only one newspaper and only one broad- 
casting station. From the East Coast to the 
West Coast, from the Canadian border to 
the Mexican border, only one national voice 
molds and prejudices public sentiment. One 
alternative newspaper with wide national 
distribution can combat the brainwashing 
effectiveness of the American Paper Curtain. 
To increase its local relevance, such a news- 
paper could add local sections to its national 
edition. To immunize itself against economic 
boycott, not uncommon in America, the 
alternative national newspaper would have 
to maintain its own system of distribution 
to make sure that each and every American 
adult and adolescent would at least be 
introduced to it. 

The impact of such a newspaper would 
be tremendous. There can hardly be a 
doubt that vast numbers of people would 
read it rather than the local papers they 
often criticize. Others would turn it into 
their second newspaper, using it for com- 
parison and confrontation with the tradi- 
tional American daily that appears under 
two thousand different mast-heads. Even 
more important would be the effect the 
alternative newspaper would have upon the 
monolithic press. To meet its competition, 
the publishers would be forced to widen 
the scope of presentation. Rather than suffer 
financial losses they would re-examine their 
loyalty to the Paper Curtain. Whatever they 
may then say editorially, they must dis- 
continue their blackout on all news present- 
ing a national alternative. 


Utopian or Realistic Dream? 

I can already hear the voices dismissing 
the plan as utopian. Others will say it has 
all been attempted in the past without lead- 
ing anywhere. They will warn of the 
allegedly insurmountable obstacles in launch- 
ing a national newspaper, and the astro- 
nomic funds needed. There is no question 
but that the obstacles would be tremendous; 
but whether the plan has a chance to 
succeed will depend on the self-assertion of 
the peace-groups. It would undoubtedly re- 
quire many millions of dollars, amounts the 
peace groups are not even used to thinking 
about. It will require a huge apparatus and 
the peace organizations are used to operating 
in small, intimate groups. It is, however, my 
deep conviction that it may be easier to 
raise multi-million dollar funds for such a 
purpose than it is to get a few thousand 
dollars for any of the present war-protesting 
activities. If the project can capture the 
imagination of the peace groups, if it has the 
vigor to convince them that here is a poten- 
tialtially effective peace contribution, which 
attacks the central obstacle, then indeed 
collecting a few million dollars may be 
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ambitious projects. I am certain that eye 
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much more, than the American church “In 
member contributes to his church. The few} Josop/ 
wealthy peace workers too would have tM] This i 
assume an unprecedented responsibility}  fightir 
Some would have to be put to the bold tet] A pre 
of contributing seven-digit amounts, if theif] be cc 
professions of peace are to be taken ser} cause 
ously. It is my guess that the America} our 1 
peace movement is potentially capable yf} down 
such an effort. But should it prove othe.fM} famil 
wise, this movement could no longer If 
taken seriously. from 

When one weighs the issue in the conter ff] fends 
of world problems, it becomes quite imposfM} mista 
sible to believe that a chance of saving} can g 
world peace could be prejudiced by the lack Squa 
of funds equivalent to less than the cost of quot 
a single bomber or missile. If America’s wall} 27, | 
policy can mobilize tens of billions of dollasf#} Lesli 
annually to destroy civilization, then surely] of m 
the American peace movement, if it is to A 
justify its name, is capable of raising the hil 
relatively pitiful sum of a few millions fof! ° im 
an effective peace voice. io 

One cannot be a peace-pursuer in the os ix 
prevailing international situation without be. tr; 
ing ready and willing to part with substantial ss 
monies. If peace-pursuing people mean what nae 
they say, even the least affluent among them of ‘ 
will produce substantial contributions. Such i: 
contributions would amount to the best om 
bargains in their lives. For mere dollar _ 
they would be gaining a sound hope of 
saving their and other people’s lives. To hav 
inspire them to such a literal approach tom} °° 





their professions of peace, little more is 
needed than to convince them that here is 
a potentially effective step. I have con- 
ducted a personal poll among _ twenty 
individuals which resulted in amazingly 
encouraging answers. The questions and 
answers were: 
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If a potentially effective peace-preserving§ vatior 
action depended on your financial support,® nq 1 
which of the following sacrifices would you suppo 
be willing to make: Personally who 
Yes No — hensi 

—donate all of your per- cable Densi 
sonal savings? = 3 7 bolde 
—donate 50% of your . - 
personal savings? 2 0 18 ai 
—sell your home and . | 
donate the proceeds? 4 5 il the s 
—donate 10% of your chan: 
weekly income? 19 0 1 tion 
—sell dispensible luxuries agair 
and donate the pro- poter 
ceeds? 14 0 6 these 
—trade your car for a the 
less expensive one and assel 
donate the price differ- soph 
ence? 74 9 intro 
Among those polled there wasn’t a single § “Ve. 
individual unwilling to make serious sacri-§ T 
fices for peace. Now I have no illusions § Tac 
that a national poll among the peace @ But 
minded would show the same responsive Uni 





ness, but there can also be no doubt that 
the twenty individuals I have questioned are 
not the only ones in America sincerely 
dedicated to peace. 
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SPIRITUAL BROTHERS 

“In my opinion, a most unfortunate phi- 
losophy has been advanced in recent years. 
This is that a soldier must know what he is 
fighting for and all the reasons behind it. 
A properly trained soldier does not have to 
be convinced of the righteousness of his 
cause . . . Nothing is more detrimental to 
our military strength than acts which tear 
down the confidence of the soldier and his 
family in the ability of his leaders.” 


If you assumed the above to be a quote 
from Hitler’s Mein Kampf or from a de- 
fendant in the Nuremberg Trial, you were 
mistaken. These are the words of an Ameri- 
can general, uttered at New York’s Madison 
Square at a Memorial Day exercise and 
quoted in THE NEw York TIMEs of May 
27, 1961. The speaker was Lieut. General 
Leslie R. Groves and his audience consisted 
of members of the American Legion. 

A comparison between the General’s 
philosophy and that of the Nazi arch- 
criminals is not only 4 propos but also shows 
that Fascism and Nazism appear in America, 
as indeed they did in Italy and Germany, as 
patriotism. Some of the responses of the 
Nazi defendants in the Nuremberg Trial are 
semantically quite interchangeable with those 
of this American general. To illustrate the 
point, we re-quote from Dr. G. M. Gilbert’s 
Nuremberg Diary: 

“I do not feel guilty of any war crimes, I 
have only done my duty as an intelligence 
organ...” 

—Ernst Kaltenbrunner, Chief of Himm- 
ler’s Security Headquarters. 





THE WAY WE SEE IT 


“For a soldier orders are orders!” 

“Of course there was no such thing as 
objecting. How can an officer object? ... 
An officer can’t stand right up before the 
Fuehrer, his Commander in Chief, and 
object! We can only receive orders and 
obey.” 

—Field Marshal Keitel, Chief of Staff of 

the High Command of the Wehrmacht. 


“I don’t see how they can fail to recognize 

a soldier’s obligation to obey orders. That’s 
the code I have lived by all my life.” 

—General Jodl, Chief of Operations of 

the High Command of the Wehrmacht. 


* x * 


PROTECTING TRUJILLO 

The assasination of the Dominican 
gangster-dictator Trujillo and his son’s in- 
heritance of the country provided an 
occasion for U.S. spokesmen and the press 
to voice severe criticism against the 
Dominican regime. These verbal attacks 
were intended to please the social tastes 
of public opinion in Latin America and to 
portray before it an image of a progressive 
U. S. Government that instinctively opposes 
oppression, corruption and absolutism. The 
verbal attacks, however, were accompanied 
by military preparations quite different in 
nature and goal. U.S. naval units were 
dispatched to the Caribbean to make sure 
that the people of the Dominican Republic 
would not get the notion of ruling them- 
selves — without foreign and domestic 
exploiters. The powerful arm of the U.S. 
Navy is policing the island to prevent any 
self-assertion of the people for whom our 


diplomats and press 
sympathies. 

The case provides a sad instance of our 
policies in action: democratic slogans are 
used as a verbal anesthetic for Latin Ameri- 
can people, while in actuality any challenge 
to an oppressive status quo is construed as 
a challenge to vital U.S. interests. 


spare no verbal 
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AS OTHERS VIEW US 

“To nearly all Americans, Communism 
is an evil as absolute as Nazism or as 
murder, and anyone who questions this 
dogma must already be infected by the 
contagion. They decline to notice any 
difference between Khrushchev’s Russia and 
Stalin’s Russia . . . Few Americans can 
conceive that a Laotian peasant might gen- 
uinely prefer the Pathet Lao to Prince Boun 
Oum, or that there is anything except misery 
in the Soviet Union.” 


“Until all colonialism has been ended 
and forgotten, the Communists will have an 
unfair advantage. In some of his speeches, 
President Kennedy has revealed an under- 
standing of this and of the need to welcome 
and support nationalist movements that 
wish also to be neutralist. One hopes that 
this is still the basis of his policy. But it is 
impossible to reconcile this with intervention 
in every little country that seems to be flirt- 
ing with Communism or with his massive 
restatement of the Monroe Doctrine in Latin 
America.” 


From an editorial in THE LONDON OBSERVER 
of April 30, 1961 





Once a great effort is made to launch a 
national opposition, it would gain support 
and momentum from many quarters whose 
support cannot now be anticipated. Many 
who entertain their misgivings and appre- 
hensions in timid privacy would be em- 
boldened to join a force that had a chance 
of succeeding. Even important economic 
allies would emerge. The consumer indus- 
tries in America, to the degree that they are 
in hands other than those controlling 
the arms industry, have a vested interest in 
channeling national spending from destruc- 
tion to consumption. Determined rebels 
against high taxes are another source of 
potential support for an anti-war lobby. All 
these elements, presently overshadowed by 
the arrogance of the war profiteers, would 
assert themselves under the leadership of a 
sophisticated political campaign that would 
introduce and legitimize a national alterna- 
tive. 

There is a danger that this thesis will be 
reacted to as no more than another “article”. 
But it is not intended to be just an article. 
Unless it inspires concrete action, it will 
amount to a waste of magazine space. It 
is intended to be a call for action. It 
provides a central task for all peace-serving 
American groups and individuals. The only 


reaction that will do it justice will be that all 
prominent peace workers and all peace 
groups immediately organize a national con- 
ference to explore the ways and means for 
challenging the Paper-and-Air-Wave Curtain 
that prejudices and dooms all their efforts. 
Whatever the reasons that may stand in the 
way of such bold initiative, they must be 
overcome. Whatever timidity the Paper- 
and-Air-Wave Curtain has planted in the 
hearts of peace workers must be dispelled 
and their inspiration drawn anew from the 
full scope of danger of war for whose pre- 
vention they are pledged to work. 

The platform to be adopted by the 
proposed conference must be broad enough 
to bring together all constructive opposition- 
ist elements in America. It must provide a 
framework for the cooperation of elements 
which contradict each other on many specific 
issues. There will be no room for ideological 
particularization. The decisive criterion of 
cooperation must be the fitness of the par- 
ticular group to constitute a part of an 
overall national opposition. Cooperation 
must be sought from groups as divergent as 
certain political splinter parties, religious 
movements, pacifist elements, organizations 
promoting civil rights and labor unions. 

Too much is at stake to address this 
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appeal to an audience at large without 
attempting to impose personal responsibility. 
I, therefore, call on such men as: my dear 
and admired friend Professor Linus Pauling; 
the tireless and fearless Cyrus Eaton; the 
apostle of reason Dr. Robert M. Hutchins; 
the veteran of the liberal cause Dr. Corliss 
Lamont; and the leaders of such groups as 
the Fellowship of Reconciliation, the Ameri- 
can Friends Service Committee, the SANE 
Nuclear Policy, the Committee for Non- 
Violent Action, the Women’s International 
League for Peace and Freedom, the 
Schweitzer Groups of the Unitarian Church, 
the Conference of Greater New York Peace 
Groups, the Central Committee of Con- 
scientious Objectors, the War Resistors 
League, the Community Church, the Con- 
gress of Racial Equality and all other 
peace-dedicated individuals and groups to 
take the intitiative of calling a national con- 
ference against the Paper-and-Air-Wave 
Curtain. To expedite the matter, this 
writer offers his services as the initial, 
temporary liason and invites these individ- 
uals and groups to address their responses 
to him. 

Let this be the seed of a true national 
alternative to national suicide and inter- 
national homicide. 


July 1961 © Page 13 








From READERS’ LETTERS 





TO SHOOT GHOSTS 

I am pleased and enthused with your publication, and 
want to thank you for counteracting the present apathetic 
mood of my area. 

Being interested in Laos, I happened to look at a map 
of the world to see exactly where Laos was situated. I 
found it surrounded by China. Consequently, I am led 
to ask, what on earth are Russians doing there? Or are 
those soldiers really Chinese? And if they are, what 
would a U.N. or U.S. soldier do if faced with a Chinese 
soldier? Would he shoot? And if he does, what is he 
doing shooting at someone he does not recognize as 
fighting, let alone existing? 

Many thanks again for your fresh and honest view. 
Los Angeles, Calif. ia. rs. KRIS GORBY 


COULD HE POSSIBLY BE RIGHT? 

There’s every indication that the independent, truth 
seeking publications are doomed due to the apathy of the 
reading public. Generally speaking the masses are not too 
interested in facts. Give them a can of beer and a TV and 
a good amount of myth and sensationalism and they are 
content to let the political hacks and exploiters control 
their destiny. Their every action indicates their being 
blood-thirsty and grossly irrational. 

.With an educational system that is filthy with politics, 
with a purpose of producing belief rather than thought, 
there is not too much hope for this generation of vipers 
who place the dollar sign above freedom and principle. 
Lake Charles, La. JACK BRADY 

(Mr. Brady is the editor of THE BEACON) 
* * 7 


HOW TO CONVINCE THEM — 
THAT’S THE QUESTION 

Your articles are splendid, but can the country ever 
by convinced that increasing armaments is not a way to 
peace? The press has been convincing everyone that 
arming is the only way to keep communism contained. I 
just talked to a fellow worker, who parroted the belief 
that the Russian communists have taken over South 
America. I told him this was not so; that South America 
is going through a genuine social revolution. But he is 
firmly convinced that they all, especially Cuba, are led 
and inspired by communists. How does one combat 
such universal beliefs? 
Friday Harbor, Wash. a F. R. SCOTT 


EVEN WHEN ONE DOES NOT AGREE... 

The answer to any question of importance is never 
easy to find. The difficulty of reaching any solution, how- 
ever, should not be a deterrent to those who seek an 
answer. It should, on the contrary, spur on constructive 
thinking in many directions. The success of any society 
depends on this expression of the elan vitale. Lethargy is 
any country’s number one enemy. 

The Minority of One is a magazine which fights this 
complacency and spurs on constructive thought. It is for 
this reason, even if one does not agree with some of the 
views of the editor, that any freedom-loving, intelligent 
American might well consider supporting TMO. Person- 
ally, I enclose the subscription rate as well as a small 
contribution which will, I trust, lead to more worthy 
support of your magazine and its aims. 

South Woodstock, Vt. i M. L. LOWES 
* 


“THE NEW ADMINISTRATION”’ 

Thank you for the sample copy of the February, 1961 
issue of TMO. The article, ‘‘The New Administration” 
is brilliant. I haven’t read such writing since the days of 
Dwight McDonald’s Politics magazine, and other magazines 
such as The New International. 
Miami Beach, Fla. 


THE FOCUS 
As I see it the number one issue of the day is our 
national elite’s continuation of the cold war. I hope that 
TMO will focus on this problem more and more in 
future issues. 
Baltimore, Md. 
* 


* * 

AN APPEAL TO OTHER READERS 

I don’t believe in letting liberal, truthful publications 
such as yours die without trying to prevent it. There are 
far too few such publications in the U.S. for liberals and 
those who desire to see truth spread to be complacent 
about the financial difficulties of a publication such as 
yours. Since you plan to buy a printing press, and since 
I assume that financial assistance to a new publication is 
most important when it is first getting started, I would 
like to urge your readers to contribute as much as possible 
now, ins' of waiting to aid it at a later date. The 
Minority of One may not be around at that later date 
unless it is aided now. I wish to become a sporsor and 
will submit monthly contributions. 
New York, N. Y. 


IT’S WORTH IT... 
Enclosed is my monthly contribution to your publication 
fund. I wish it could be more. Your contribution to my 
way of life is actually worth many times more. Do not 
become discouraged. 
Rochester, Minn. 


Mrs. PHILIP STERN 


DENNY COLBERT 


ROBERT GROSSMAN 


2 RICHARD POTTSMITH 
AN AGREEMENT TO DISAGREE 

I can’t say that I agree with everything that appears in 
this magazine but there are other things that have 
appeared in it besides political ideas. I am interested in 
some of them. I also believe in freedom of speech so I 
would like to see this publication continue. I have no 
use for any kind of dictatorship from communist to 
fascist, and I am suspicious of any kind of censorship. 
Therefore, I am enclosing a money order to help continue 
this publication. 
Waukesha, Wis. a 

* 


WHAT’S WRONG WITH TMO 
There is only one thing wrong with TMO. Not enough 
pages. wish there were a hundred pages in every 
issue. 
Kiel, Wis. 
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“THE SELF-FULFILLING PROPHECY IN CUBA’”’ 
I am grateful for the sample copy of your December 
1960 issue. Except for minor faults, I thought it was 
excellent. ‘“The Self-Fulfilling Prophecy in Cuba” is so 
right as regards the tragic Cuban situation. I think, how- 
ever, that you have simplified the case of our allies. 
There are foreign groups who are at one with the U.S. 
world policy since they owe their continued power 
entirely to the U.S. ere are other much larger groups 
who are absolutely fed up with this policy, who want to 
move forward to more satisfying conditions but are 
prevented from doing this by the policies of the United 
States. A satisfactory, fair detente with the Soviets is 
possible but not with most of our present power elite. I 
just can’t see how an unnecessary catastrophe can be 
prevented. 
Huntington, N. Y. Mrs. P CAMMER 


* * * 


wow! 

My check is enclosed. And I do hope you are adopted 
by a foundation that will give you all the freedom you 
need in order to say what you think, for you have a 
brilliant mind and we have so few analytical ones today. 
Clyde, Ohio iad. wal EDITH ROSE 
_ I have found many of your articles very interesting 
indeed. May your good work continue and gain an ever 
wider circle of subscribers. 
Washington, D. C. JANICE HOLLAND 


* * * 


THE PROFESSOR PRETENDS TO KNOW 

am a sophomore at the University of California. 
Like many other college students, I am plagued by so- 
called scholarly professors who do nothing but extoll the 
virtues of the U.S., preaching that there can be no 
criticism because the system is already perfect. This 
morning a sociology professor stood in front of us and 
told us how wonderful and virtuous our Justice Depart- 
ment is because of the allegedly tight control it maintains 
over corporate enterprises. He then pointed out that 
control over quack medicines is maintained by the Pure 
Food and Drug Act. Being thoroughly disgusted, I spoke 
out and asked him if he realized that the only require- 
ment of drug manufacturers was that they show their new 
medicines not to be poisonous and that manufacturers do 
not have to show the effectiveness of a new drug. He 
answered simply, ““That’s not true,” and went on with 
his lecture. I remember reading a reference to this 
matter in TMO. 
San Bernardino, Calif. GEORGE HANOVER 
(EDITOR’S NOTE: Obviously, the professor’s claim to 
being acquainted with the Pure Food and Drug Act was 
no more than a false pretense.) 

* * * 


FOR AN IMPERSONAL TREATMENT 
OF PERSONALITIES 

I have read a couple copies of your interesting 
journal. If you will permit me to make a suggestive 
criticism — it seems to me that your basic assumption, or 
frame of reference, is wrong. It is not at all that bad and 
irresponsible persons get into government; it is the nature 
of the institution itself which is no g No man or 
group of men should ever have been given coercive power 
over other men. Once this becomes a policy in social 
relations, all the rest follows, and would follow even if 
you put saints into “‘office’’, It is this simple little fact 
that well-meaning persons such as yourself fail to see, and 
who therefore utterly waste their time inveighing against 
this or that politician as if everything would be all right 
if these fellows would only do things differently. 
Suffern, N. Y. LAURENCE LABADIE 


* * * 


DISENCHANTED ... : 

I had the good fortune to receive a copy of TMO at the 
meeting of the New Jersey Bar Association at which 
Congressman James Roosevelt was the guest speaker. After 
reading that June issue I can’t say that I feel any better. 
The world situation is enough to give one the heaves. 

I voted for Mr. Kennedy, honestly feeling that he 
would do some good. When I learned that Richard 
Nixon framed Alger Hiss, I surely couldn’t cast my vote 
for him. A refusal to vote would have meant in effect 
another vote for R. Nixon. 

I recently sent a telegram to Mr. Kennedy suggesting 
that he recognize Congressman Kowalski’s ideas on Cuba. 
Oakland, N. J. Mrs. H. ZAAT 


* * * 


A COMMITTEE OF ONE 

My husband and I have been talking and lending 
copies of TMO to many people. We urge our friends 
to read the back issues we lent them and then to let other 
people read them. I am sure TMO will not go under. 
I will try to be my own Membership Committee for the 
magazine that teaches and guides me to the truth and so 
many new ideas. 
New York, N. Y. ELLEN IZENZON 
.* * * 


ENCOURAGEMENT 

I would like to add my encouragement, as many others 
have, and t6 express my appreciation to you for your fine 
efforts. 
New York, N. Y. DOLORES ELIOT 
* * * 
A FEW MILLION SUBSCRIBERS 

It is a pleasure to realize that enough good people are 
supporting your educational program for peace. But it 
does seem strange that the peace-minded souls here on 
earth never receive much sympathy and respect from the 
majority of people. They are compelled to beg for small 
sums of money, while the war-minded demand billions 
for warfare and they get what they demand. It seems 
incredible that such a publication should not have a few 
million subcribers. Obviously, people are more prone to 
act out of a war fever than a peace fever. 
Cumberland, Wis. CHARLES BEAULIEU 
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A PLEASANT SURPRISE 

Yesterday I experienced a pleasant surprise. When | 
approached our minister Dr. Stephen Fritchman of th 
Unitarian Church to draw his attention to your antics 
“Individual Conscience and State Crime’ in the Ma 
1960 issue of TMO, he smilingly informed me that he 
was one of the sponsors of your publication. 

That article has impressed me deeply. I applaud every 
word and every thought as well as the thought sequence 
in it. I have fn pondering a great deal as to how it we 
possible for seemingly civilized people of my own Nation 
to commit the Nazi atrocities. I could not understagi 
this. Now I do, and I wish to express my gratitude 1) 
you for the understanding I have gained. That's why | 
wish to reproduce that article and to send it to many 


people. ; 
Los Angeles, Calif. ANNEMARIE BERGMAN 


(The above letter was received in German and t 
by TMO). —_— 


A FAMILY MATTER 
One day, many months ago, I casually picked Up a 
sample copy of TMO only to become captivated by is 
scholarly lang and ible content. Truly it was |i. 
inhaling the clean, fresh air after a heavy rain. I wx 
glad to see that a number of my relatives responded to 
TMO with the same enthusiasm as I. 
Burbank, Calif. 


NO REGRETS . 

I have not yet been sorry for doing a little Sponsorship 
for TMO and for you as the mind back of it. I don; 
know how and why I have been lucky enough to eet 
in touch with you in this way. Your articles have | 
been very interesting. I was especially interested in “Ay 
Editor’s Confession, Question and Waste Basker” 
and “Work: Its Joys and Frustrations” (February 196} 
issue). You have done a marvelous job on these topic 
Dalton, Ohio pla LFRED J. KURZEN 


ECHO FROM JERUSALEM 

What a fantastic gift you sent me! TMO is outstand. 
ing. It has inspired me so much that I even wrote ; 
letter to Time magazine in response to letters on the 
Eichmann trial that were published in it. 

When I read your articles, I really believe you ar 
“crazy”. How can a man without means fight powerfy| 
circles in America all alone? But sitting at the Eichmann 
trial here in Jerusalem and listening to the witnesses one 


* * * 





Doris H. HALT 


* 

































- realizes how great the need is for individual activities « 


“crazy’’ as yours. 

Your article, “How We Have Died’, in the March 
1961 issue, is circulating all over Jerusalem. Yesterday, 
at a private party, I spoke to Dr. Gideon Hausner (Eich. 
mann’s chief prosecutor), told him about you; and I am 
sending him the copy that contains this article of yours, 

It is always the same: since you are not accepting paid 
advertisements, some people immediately suspect some 
dark sources of support. They cannot believe that a man 
can be so idealistic as to fight for a right cause. 
Jerusalem, Israel RINA NIKova 


(Mme. Nikova is a choreographer of international proni- 
nence and the creator of the Biblical Ballet in Israel.) 


FROM THE EDITOR’S DESK 

Our relocation from Richmond, Va. to Passaic, N. J. 
has temporarily upset some of our office routines. It is 
for this reason that we were unable promptly to acknow- 
ledge contributions and to reply to our correspondence, 
We ask the forgiveness and understanding of everybody 
involved. 

. * * 

Ever since we released the first issue of TMO readers 
have been offering us office help. Now that we have 
moved to the New York vicinity it became possible for 
us to avail ourselves of this. Primarily we need help 
in typing, mailing and proofreading and we shall be 
grateful to anyone willing to give us a hand. Our Passaic, 

J. telephone number is: PR 8-1539. 


The feature ‘The Junior’s Minority’, reserved for 
articles by students, has been omitted from this issue of 
TMO for lack of space. It will be resumed in future 
issues. 

* * * 

The series of W. H. Ferry’s articles that appeared in 
the February-April 1961 issues of TMO, entitled “A 
Case for Unilateral Disarmament’’ is now available in 
booklet form at 20c from the American Friends Service 
Committee, 160 N. 15th St., Philadelphia 2, Pa. 

* * . 


THE PUBLISHERS OF THIS ISSUE 


The following individuals have made it possible for 
us to continue publication through membership fees in 
The Friends of the Minority of One, sponsorship and 
sporadic donations, and gift subscriptions received dut- 
— 1961: 

orothy and Courtney Benedict—$250, G. P.—$250, 
Maynard Ostrow—$130, Dr. Stuart Kabnick—$104, Dr. 
Robert H. Ellis—$100, Bernice C. McCollum-—$52.50, 
Elsie E. Smith—$52.50, Dominic Cicia—$50, Robert 
Grossman—$44, Samuel H. Fraerman, M.D.—$25, Otto 
W. Modley—$25, Roy E. Coupal—$20, Nordin L. Larson 
—$20, Rosamond P. Taylor—$20, Russell O. Shadel-$15, 
Sidney Rosenblatt—$14, L. W.—$14, Anthony J. Andra 
—$10, Norman Bercoon—$10, Fred F. Botts—$10, Fd 
Burnett—$10, Edward Florance—$10, Hannah Green- 
$10, David Grubman, M.D.—$10, E. T. Hyde—$10, Ben 
Margulies—$10, Eli Moschcowitz, M.D.—$10, Walter M. 
Nelson, Esq.—$10, Mrs. Philip B. Stern—$10, J. P. 
Taugher—$10, Mrs. Margaret H. Walker—$10, Clayton 
Woodward—$10, I. G. Chase—$8, Roger Schneier-$6, 
Richard L. Yudell—$6, Richard Boerstler-$5, 
Robert Eliot—$5, Mrs. Mary C. Eubanks—$5, E. 5 
Garlits—$5, Deborah Jaffe—$5, Kathleen M. Kuenstel- 
$5, Thomas Malone—$5, Louis Mayer—$5, Richard A. 
Pottsmith—$5, Irvin Prushan—$5, Mrs. Edith Rose-$5, 
F. R. Scott—$5, Mrs. Roxie Wood—$5, Daniel Silver 
farb—$4, Lulu W. Draper—$3, Mr. & Mrs. John 6. 
Frost—$3, Richard Phelps—$3, M. L. Lowes—$2, Harold 
Verb—$2, Charles Beaulieu—$1, Manuel Machado-$!, 
Mrs. Edna Nielson—$1 and Dr. Herbert Ross Reavet 


—$1. 
$1,442.00 
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'S MY DUTY 
OO Feat Yow... 


The most difficult job involved in issuing THE MINORITY OF 
OnE is writing appeals for funds. With the establishment of the 
foundation of The Friends of the Minority of One it seemed for 
, while that I would be able to spare myself this task. The 
Membership and Finance Committee of this foundation has pro- 
daimed, in the June 1961 issue of TMO, a membership drive, 
establishing several categories of membership: 

Life Friends contributing $1,000 
Sponsoring Friends 7 $ 500 
Sustaining Friends i $ 250 
Supporting Friends i $ 100 
Contributing Friends 3 $10-50 per year 


If THE MINORITY OF ONE is to endure and to serve as a source 
of inspiration for ever bolder peace service, such as suggested 
in this issue’s article “For an American Alternative,” funds are 
needed that can come only from the individual efforts of our moral 
supporters. Some of them have responded generously to the appeal 
of The Friends of the Minority of One. The future of our efforts, 
however, depends on additional responses and help. I, therefore, 
call on all who believe that we serve a worthwhile cause to tax 
themselves on behalf of the Foundation and to become its members. 


Some contributors have individually undertaken to urge 
other subscribers to become members of The Friends of The 
Minority of One. This is an important and needed activity; and 
[hope that many more individuals will join these efforts. 


To a few of our sponsors the membership drive has caused 
some confusion as to the continued need for monthly contributions. 
The aim of sponsorship is the same as that of membership in the 
Foundation — to provide the funds needed for the continuance 
of this publication, and for an expansion of its peace activities. 
Whether you choose to help in the form of sponsorship contribu- 
tions or membership in the Foundation makes no difference. Either 
kind of contribution can be mailed to The Minority of One, P. O. 
Box 544, Passaic, N. J. 


I believe it to be my duty to tell our readers that the continu- 
ance of this publication hinges on their continued and increased 
financial support. I also want to assure them that the very 
moment we will reach solvency our appeals for contributions will 
cease. Each of our issues may be the last, unless you help us to 
continue. We share this information with you in the hope that your 
tokens of sincerity will preclude our being silenced. 


—The Editor 


The Friends of the Minority of One 
Statement of Purpose 


Man’s eternal quest for ever more rewarding and social experiences 
of living is challenged by the prevailing danger of still another war. 
Posing the greatest physical peril to the human species in its entire 
history, another world war would bring final defeat to man’s ambition 
to evolve a high spiritual, intellectual and social content. Without such 
a content the phenomenon of living would be void of purpose and 
justification. 

Anti-war sentiments are as old as war itself. Their failure, up to 
now, to eliminate war dramatizes how serious and ominous are the 
obstacles in the path of those who see no task greater than the prevention 
of war. If we are to succeed, where other generations have failed, 
we must master the ability of unbiased thinking about the issues that 
divide mankind; we must reject nationalistic prejudice and rationalizations 
that perpetuate two antagonistic camps of nations, each self-righteously 
identifying the other as the villain. Honest self-criticism, unadulterated 
by national favoritism, is therefore a national virtue on which world 
peace itself may hinge. The individual’s part in this is to assert himself 
intellectually, socially and politically. Unless he rejects the hypnotic 
influences of a totalitarian mass psychology, he renders himself incapable 
of acting for the preservation of peace. 

The sole and ultimate purpose of all the activities of THE 
FRIENDS OF THE MINORITY OF ONE will be to contribute to the 
preservation of peace everywhere. The activities of THE FRIENDS 
OF THE MINORITY OF ONE will address themselves to social 
problems directly or ultimately weighing in the balance of war and 
peace. 

THE FRIENDS OF THE MINORITY OF ONE, as a foundation, 
has no specific political message and no loyalty other than peace and 
all that serves peace, specifically including independence of thought. 
You and I are the minorities of one if only we do not fear our 
thoughts. Our thoughts may collide, or they may coincide or com- 
plement each other, but even then let us each remain a minority of one. 

True to this tenet, neither membership in nor activities on behalf 
of THE FRIENDS OF THE MINORITY OF ONE will indicate an 
explicit or implicit endorsement of individual views expressed in any 
publications the foundation might sponsor. 

THE FRIENDS OF THE MINORITY OF ONE will sponsor the 
magazine The Minority of One and such publishing and public activities 
as will serve the preservation of peace. The editor of The Minority of 
One, M.S. Arnoni, will retain full editorial independence. 

For these lofty goals we call on men and women everywhere to 
join the ranks of THE FRIENDS OF THE MINORITY OF ONE and 
to support sincerely our efforts on behalf of peace. 

Prof. Daniel M. Berman Dr. Stuart Kabnick 
Bishop Clarence E. Duffy, D.D. Ava Helen Pauling 
W. H. Ferry Prof. Linus Pauling 
Rev. Stephen H. Fritchman Prof. Ernest B. Zeisler 





SUBSCRIPTION FORM 


THE MINORITY OF ONE, INC. 
P.0. Box 544 
Passaic, N. J. 


I wish to become a sponsor of THE . NAME 


1 ALSO ENTER GIFT SUBSCRIPTIONS 
AT THE RATE OF $4.00 PER YEAR FOR: 











MINORITY OF ONE and will contribute 
St. & No. 





(Zone) (State) 





monthly. 
City 





My first donation of $ 
enclosed herewith. 


O ENTER MY SUBSCRIPTION FOR . NAME 


Acknowledge gift subscriptions in the 


(Zone) (State) 


name of 








0 1 year—$5.00 (In Canada $5.25) 
St. & No. 





0 2 year—$9.00 (In Canada $9.50) 
City 








0 ENCLOSED IS MY CONTRIBUTION OF 
TO YOUR PUBLICATION FUND. 


Back issues available at 50c per copy. 





(Zone) (State) (Zone) (State) 


O I further suggest you mail free sample copies to the parties listed by me separately. 


Signature 
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Ponderables in the Eichmann T: ial | 


seductive flattery with which the victorious 
American authorities were treating the de- 
feated Germans, as if the war ended in Nazi 
victory. Already seeds were being planted 
for an anti-Soviet American-German col- 
laboration. Fifteen years later this collabo- 
ration is an accomplished fact. In a way 
it was predetermined in the 1945 phenome- 
non of martial and armed German police- 
men that the Eichmann trial would be 
carefully steered not to reveal all of the 
truth that could and should be revealed by 
” ane apie 

The masterminding of the Cuban invasion 
does not strike its architects as an example 
of Nazi-type thought and deed by non- 
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(Continued from page 9) 


Nazis. Within another context, however, an 
analogy is being drawn between Nazi 
methods and certain Cuban events. Dr. 
Castro’s humane, peaceful and constructive 
gesture in offering an exchange of the cap- 
tured invasion force for 500 tractors is 
depicted by the American press and official 
spokesmen as a Nazi-type blackmail. The 
comparison is not only wild but also heart- 
less and remorseless. It is wild because of 
all the polar dissimilarities between the two 
situations. The Germans in demanding 
ransom were threatening to annihilate their 
hostages. Dr. Castro in applying for 500 
tractors made no threats against the lives 
of his prisoners. The German prisoners 
were people who committed no crime and 
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were persecuted on racial grounds only. D; 
Castro’s prisoners have admittedly com, 
mitted the crime of attempting forcefully 
and in collaboration with a foreign gover. 
ment to usurp authority over Cuba. 

The Nazis in demanding a ransom for 
their innocent prisoners wanted addition 
means of destruction (military trucks), 
They were offering to substitute one murder 
activity for another. Dr. Castro, in offering 
to release his guilty prisoners sought life. 
supporting, food-producing machinery. Qp 
both ends of his offer nothing but life saving 
was involved. Had we been sincerely cop. 
cerned about the fate of the Cuban people, 
we would not only accept Dr. Castro’s offer 
but also construe it as a serving of the 
welfare of the Cuban people, a concern we 
claim to share. 

What is most cynical in this analogy 
between Nazi blackmail and Dr. Castro’ 
humane offer is that those who draw it feel 
no qualms about referring to past oppor. 
tunities of saving millions of human lives, 
although they did not avail themselves of 
those opportunities. At the time they were 
not sufficiently sensitive to a whole people's 
fate to lift a finger. Two decades later they 
do recall the offers but only in order to 
make others rather than themselves look like 
traders in human life. 


* * * 


One of the most disheartening facets of 
the Eichmann trial is the absence of a 
dramatic voice of repentance. Several 
German witnesses refused to appear before 
the Jerusalem court lest they be arrested 
for their part in the Nazi crimes. Eichmann 
had many thousands of collaborators. 
Practically all of them are now free citizens. 
Where is at least one of them, who, driven 
by remorse, would come forth to voluntarily 
submit to justice? Isn’t there among them a 
single individual who, having gained a 
picture of the full scope of murder to which 
he contributed, was sufficiently shocked to 
be capable of something more dramatic 
than the desire to save his own skin? The 
absence of such reactions bespeaks the pre- 
vailing atmosphere of the German people 
more than any polls and interviews. When 
a German passerby is stopped by a reporter 
and interviewed about his feelings and 
thoughts regarding Eichmann and his trial, 
he inadvertently becomes something of a 
national lay diplomat. He remembers to 
say the things that will be most beneficial 
to present Germany’s image in the world. 
The fact, however, that among thousands 
of Nazi criminals there wasn’t one to 
repent publicly, dramatically and voluntarily 
bespeaks a political climate that accommo- 
dates inhuman evasiveness. The loudest 
voices of anti-Nazi protest heard in 
Germany come from diplomats and politi- 
cians. They do not, however, speak for 
the criminal multitudes who never stopped 
their murder activities of their own volition 
but were interrupted only by superior foreign 
military force. How new is the spirit of the 
New Germany? 

Neither the Nuremberg Trial nor the 
Jerusalem Trial have caused a self-searching, 
honest effort on the part of those who need 
most to learn from them. 





